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Peritions for adjudication in bankruptcy have 
reached the amazing average for the whole country of 
about a thousand amonth. Of these, little less than 
one half are included in the London District. The 
remainder are distributed between the provincial courts 
of bankruptcy and the county courts. The latter 
pppear to have had about 50 per cent. more business in 
‘the whole than the former. The lists of bankrupts are 
becoming so heavy as to make it a question of import- 
ance whether we might not devote the space occupied 
by them to a better purpose, and upon this point we 
shall be glad to have the views of our subscribers. 
When the recent Bankruptcy Act was on its way 
through Parliament, it was stated that the number of 
creditors’ deeds which would be registered under its 
provisions would be probably not less than ten thousand 
every year. Up to the present time the monthly 
average has fallen very far below this estimate ; but 
unless the clauses relating to such deeds should prove 
altogether unsatisfactory—which is by no means un- 
likely—the total number of deeds registered under their 
provisiens after some time will probably equal the 
number of bankrupteies in the on district. Should 
this ever become so, the space required for the list of 
compounding debtors alone will be several sdditional 
columns—which is not a very pleasant literary prospect. 


Garear excitement prevails at present in South Aus- 
tralia in consequence of a decision of two of the 
three superior judges of that province. Ht declares 
the famous Real Property Act of Mr. Torrens to be 
‘inyalid. Public feeling is mainly directed against Mr. 
Justice Boothby, who, we believe, lately gave evidence 
before a Select Committee of the House o Assembly to 
the effect that the majority of the colonial statutes are 
legally apm hy what ground, however, we are 
unable to say. The paving communication on this 
topic is from the pen of one of the leading solicitors in 
the colony :— 
~ A petition by both Houses to the Queen for Mr. Justice 

Boothby’s dismissal has been adopted, the majority con- 
sidering that the best way to amend the law is to get 
rid of the judge. I can’t say that I coincide with the 
judge in his opinion as to the invalidity of many of our 
lose, but he has been most shamefully treated by the edi- 
tors of our daily papers, who derive large profits from the 
advertisements under the Real Property Act, and they have, 
therefore, written leading articles against him on alternate 
days (there are two dai ) for some months past; in 
addition to which, though both these editors are members of 
the Upper House, and, therefore, had to decide as to whether or 
' not they should petition the Queen for the judge's romoval, 

yet they went about the country agitating for the adoption 
_ of a course on which they had (in a quasi-judicial man- 

to decide. I scarcely think that the Home Govern- 
ment will remove a judge, not for ecorruption—net for 
injustice—not even for erronoeus judgments—but simply 
disagreeable opinions before a 
Committee of the House of Assembly which he was invited to 
' attend. As to the other judge, he was appointed out here; he 
left the Bar, where he was making about £2,000 a-year, for 
_ asalary of £1,300 as a judge; and now that his clients are 
"scattered and his business connections broken up, the news- 
| papers are proposing that he should be dismissed because he 
won’t decide in accordance with their views. The petition 
“for Judge Boothby’s dismissal was carried by a very small 
' majority (one in the Upper House and two in the Lower), 
almost all the well educated and intelligent men in both 
' Houses voting against it. The Chief ry and the 
| Attorney-General both opposed it, and, in rage areas the 
_ ~ Ministry was broken up. Not a lawyer in the House would 
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go with the Ministry to carry out the resolution 
tion, and they therefore had 
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known, and they only remained in office a 

the Governor to send home the precious peti 

is solicitor to the Real Property Act Commissiot 
therefore obliged to do as he is told, or I think Ae 
have made himself so ridiculous as to 

the Queen to remove the judge on the alleged 
the petition was first moved, there were certain reasons 
in it why the Queen should comply with its , but 
were admitted on all hands to be so that in 
Houses the friends of the petition had the reasons struck 


Tue Acr passed last session * for 
business of dealers in old metals” will come into 
tion on the Ist of January. It recites that t 
Merchant Shipping Act of 1854 contained i 
with regard to dealers in old junk and marine 
which had been found beneficial in diminishing 
facilities for disposing of stolen goods, and it ws 
sidered expedient that similar provisions 
made respecting the business of dealers in 
“which affords facilities for the disposi 
goods.” Dealers in eld metal are hencefor 
persons who deal in metals, and 
deal in second-hand goods or marine 
plaint a place can be searched, and any 
@ satisfactory account cannot be given may 
and the parties fined £20, or committed to prison 
three months. After a conviction such shops are to 
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aged, and placed under the suryeillanee of 
police. 
Tue Law Department of the Social Science Association 


has undertaken the preparation of a Bill for 

Law of Marine oot aon) and, in sertonlan otidieedl 
sine It is hoped that the measure 
be 


e the basis of a statute to be ado 
by all maritime countries, after a discussion of 
number of the representatives of all these countries at 
the Social Science Congress of next year, which is to be 
held in London. 


Tur Quen has been pleased to appoint the Right 
Honourable Sir John Romilly, Knt., Master of the 
Rolls; the Right Honourable Sir William Erle, Knt., 
Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas ; the Right 
Honourable Sir Edward Ryan, Kat., the Right Honour- 
able Robert Lowe, Vice-Pr t of the Committee 
of Council on Edueation; Sir James Shaw Willes, 
Knt., one of the Justices of the Court of Common Pleas ; 
and John Maepherson Macleod, Esq., to be her Majesty's 
Commissioners for preparing a body of substantive law 
for India, and for considering and reporting on such 
other matters in relation to the reform of the laws of 
India, as may be referred to the said Commissioners hy 
her Majesty’s Secretary of State for India. 
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THE APPROACHING Batya, EXAMINA- 


The first examination of articled clerks, under the 
Attorneys and Solicitors’ Act of 1860, will be held en 
the 10th and 11th of next February. It will be 2ze- 
membered that this statute provides for the institution 
of an examination in kno either before 
articles or before admission, and also in 
during articles. We presume that the I 
which we published last week relates a 
nary and intermediate examinations. The and 
Regulations dated the 26th of July, 1861, prescribe that 
from and after the first day of Hilary Term, 1862, every 

n proposing to enter into stiles of cle not 
sored capt 7 ple ods not having taken a 
degree, or university 
in the Sth section of the Act (intended no to refer 
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- > epnpear ype dm aug a certificate 
that he has an examination by the aa exa- 
miners of the Incorporated Law Society. e subjects 
in which articled clerks are to be examined, are classed 
under two heads, and are as follows :— 
Parr I. 

1, Reading aloud a passage from some English author. 

2. Writing from dictation. 

3. English Grammar. 

4. Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetic.—A competent knowledge of the first 
four rules, simple and’ compound. 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History.—Questions on English History. 

8. Latin —Elementary knowledge of Latin. 


Parr II. 

Each candidate shall offer himself for examination in 
one of the following subjects :— 

1. Latin... 2. Greek, Modern or Ancient. 3. French. 

4. German.’ 5. Spanish. 6. Italian. 

The special examiners who have been lately appointed, 
have selected the following books, in which the exami- 
nation will take place, in February, 1862 :— 

In Latin.—Cesar’s Commentaries de Bello Gallico; 
or Virgil’s Mneid (first 6 myn a 

In Greek—Xenophon’s Anabasis; or Homer's Iliad 
(first 6 Books). 

In Modern Greek.—Bexxapiov, wtp) "Adixnudruy xal Tlowviy 
perappaspivoy ams thy “Iradixny Traocav; or Bevroris ‘Ioropia 
ris “Apepiniis. ' 

‘In French.—Montesquieu, De l'Esprit des Lois (Livre 
XX.); or Corneille’s Cid (Acts III. and IV). 

In German.—Goéthe’s. Wahrheit und Dichtung ON 
and 2nd: Books); or Schiller’s Marie Stuart (Act I ~~ 

In Spanish—Cervantes’ Don Quixote (Chapters IV. 
to VIII.); or Dom Hartzenbuch’s La Coja y el En- 


ate. 
n Italian—Manzoni’s Promessi Sposi (first 6 Chap- 
en or Tasso’s Gerusalemme Liberata (first 6 Canton). 
e gave last week the list of provincial towns in 
which examinations may be conducted, under the super- 
vision of two local solicitors to be appointed by the ex- 
aminers.. The Rules and Regulations ‘of the 26th of 
July, 1861, provide that— 

With respect to candidates residing in the country, their ex- 
amination may be conducted by the transmission by the ex- 
aminers of papers to some person or persons to be appointed 
by them for that purpose, in certain towns to be selected, in 
England and Wales, who shall call the candidates before them 
at convenient times, to be fixed by the examiners, and require 
them to give written answers in the of the persons so 
appointed, who shall then seal up and send to the examiners in 
London the answers so written. 


This direction, of course, does not apply to readin 
aloud, as to proficiency in which persons Selected will 
ive a certificate. The Rules and Regulations of 26th 
uly, 1861, provide as to intermediate examinations, 
that all persons under articles of clerkship executed 
after the Ist day of January, 1861, shall be examined, 
either in one of the two terms next before, or one of the two 
terms next after, one half of the term of service, on such 
elementary works on the laws of England as may be ap- 
pointed by the examiners, and in book-keeping and that 
the names of the books selected for examination in each 
may be obtained from the secretary of the examiners 

in the month of July in the previous year. 

As no examination of this kind can take place until 
next year, we believe that the list of books in which 
candidates can be examined after they have entered into 
articles has not yet been published. It will be seen 
that in order to pass a preliminary examination, a can- 
didate is not required to know more than he would 
have learned from a very ordinary English education, 
and one dead or living language besides. A fair know- 
ledge of English nee, phy, history, arith- 
metic, and also of Latin, will enable a candidate to pass. 





Less than this could hardly have been . We 
should have liked, however, to have seen in the list of 
subjects for examination either Mental or Moral Philo- 
sophy, Logic, or Political Economy. Moderate acquisi- 
tions in these branches of learning would be likely to be of 
greater permanent utility to solicitors than a smattering 
of either a dead or a living language. 
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The Courts. 


_—— 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr, Commissioner HotroyD.) 

Dec. 20.—In re Partridge and Edwards.—The bankrupts 
were solicitors of King’s Lynn. . This was a meeting for their 
last examination and order of discharge. 

Mr. Linklater appeared for the assignees; Mr. Cracknall and 
Mr. Bagley fot creditors; nnd Mr. C. E. Lewis for the bank- 
rupts. ; : 

Application was now made that the bankrupts might be 
permitted to pass and receive an order of discharge—the 
accounts having been duly filed. 

The facts of this case are stated ante, p. 7 

Mr. C. E. Lewis said it was a source of great gratification to 
his clients that they had been so kindly met by all parties, 
Referring his Honour to tle balance-sheet, he called attention 
to the fact, that of the book debts due to the Lynn house, only 
those to the extent of 8 per cent, were bad, while of those due 
to the London house the enormous proportion of 90 per cent. 
were bad and doubtful, the debts due to the Lynn being 
£15,282 good, £749 doubtful, and £1,858 bad; while those 
due to the London office were £3,844 good, £11,258 doubtful, 
and £14,579 bad. 

The ComMIssIONER said it was very creditable to the bank. 
rupts that they had been enabled to prepare their accounts in 
sufficient time to enable them to pass, and it was satisfactory 
to learn that all parties cdncurred ‘in wishing them to receive 
an immediate order of discharge. The facts of the case showed 
that the bankruptcy had arisen from misfortunes over which 
the bankrupts had no control, and the Court had pleasure in 
directing that the bankrupts should be permitted to pass their 
last examination, and should receive an immediate order of 
discharge, 





WESTMINSTER POLICE COURT. 

Dec. 26.—Mr. William Harris, solicitor, of Rugby, was 
brought before Mr. Arnold charged by Mr. Roger Dawson, a soli- 
citor, with perjury. It appeared from the statement of Mr. Sleigh, 
the counsel for the prosecution, that the complainant, Mr. Roger 


Dawson, had been in the employment of the defendant’s firm, — 


and the assignments of perjury were that in an action brought 
by the complainant against the defendant and his brother for 
arrears of a te which he claimed,: and heard before the Right 
Hon. Chief Justice Erle in the Court. of, Common. Pleas on 
the 20th of last June, the defendant swore “ That Roger Daw- 
son had the sole conduct and management of a chancery suit 
of Young v. Richardson, and that he (William Harris) made 
an appointment with the said Roger Dawson on the 27th of 
July, 1858, to see the parties in the said suit on the following 
Friday, and that the said parties, including Mr. Young, the 
plaintiff in the said suit, attended the office at Rugby, pursuant 
to the said appointment, and the attendance of the said parties 
was the cause of other clients being detained half an hour, to 
their great annoyance, and that the said Mr. Young had to 
travel a distance of seventy miles into Shropshire. Also that 
the said William Harris swore that he wrote to the said parties 
in the said suit - ar appsiotng the Pog ted the said 
appointment, and en it in his diary t! Y, putting 
down the hour and day they were to call. Also that William 
Harris further swore that there were two chancery suits in the 
office at the time, and that such suit of Young v. Richardson 
was then going on in their office. 

— having been adduced in support of, and against, the 
charge, 

Mr. ARNOLD observed that the real question was whether 
Mr. Dawson had received notice of the appointment, and being 
absent, was guilty of gross negligence. There was the busi- 
ness of Young v. Richardson in the office, as he had before 
stated; he would not say Mr. Dawson had it under his sole 
conduct, but it was under his management to a certain extent, 
and he (Mr. Arnold) was clear that on that assignment of per- 
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jury no jury would convict. On the other assignment, Mr. 
Harris had sworn that he made an appointment with Mr. Daw- 
son to attend the meeting of the parties in question, and Mr. 
Dawson as positively sworo that he had not, That was oath 
to oath, and no charge of perjury could be preferred upon, that. 

Mr. Sleigh — it unnecessary that every assignment 
should be supported by the same corroborative testimony. 

Mr. ARNOLD said that every assignment must stand by itself, 
and be proved, 

After a long discussion, it was arranged, at the sugges- 
tion of Mr. Arnold, that Mr. Sleigh should have time to con- 
sider the matter fully, and that if he thought he could sustain 
any specific assignments of perjury, he was to produce them on 
a future occasion, in order that it might be seen whether any 
case could be made ont. 

An adjournment, by mutual consent, then took place to the 
15th of January. 
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Recent Decisions. 


COMMON LAW. 


Law or Costs—8 & 4 Vict. c. 24; 8. 1; 23 & 24 Vicor. 
Cc. 126, s. 34, 
Gooding v. Britnall, C. P., 10 W. R. 79. 

There is much truth in the observations made in a letter 
printed in our last week’s impression, with regard to the com- 
plicated and unsatisfactory state of the existing enactments 
upon the subject of costs. No branch of the law is so suscep- 
tible of being placed on a clear and simple foundation, and none 
requires it more urgently. But the truth is, that the topic is 
one which is singularly uninviting, and devoid of interest to 
any but a party concerned. No honour would arise to a 
reformer of this part of the law, for his efforts would be unap- 

i by the masses; and the consequence is, that not even 
judges themselves understand the Acts, or know when they are 
called upon to certify in what terms they must frame their cer- 
tificate or what its precise effect will be when given. ° 

Of the truth of these remarks the above case is a note- 
worthy instance, as will presently appear,’ . 

The 34th section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1860, 
was intended to remodel the system with regard to costs in 

i actions. There were already several enactments on 
the subject—viz., 43 Eliz. c. 6, s. 2, which refers only to actions 
of contract, and 3 & 4 Vict. c, 24 (usually called Lord Den- 
man’s Act) s, 1, which dealt with actions of trespass or on the 
case. There was also an Act (21 Jac. 1, c. 16) which governed 
costs in actions for slander, But there were several actions 
which did not seem to come under any of these enactments, 
and for this and other reasons it was thought that a fresh one, 
more extensive in its sweep than Lord Denman’s Act, was re- 
quired; and such was accordingly inserted in the 23 & 24 Vict. 
c. 126. It is needless to enlarge upon the fact that it would 
have been far simpler and preferable in every 
to have first repealed the prior enactments to whi 
we have just referred, and then to have passed a short 
but comprehensive provision which should exhaust the 
whole subject. And that this course was not adopted 
is the first grievance of which complaint may be 
The provisions of the Act, however, did not only fail to repeal 
the previous enactments, but they did not even refer to them; 
and therefore the practitioner is left (as best he may) to collate 
the different sections of three Acts of Parliament, and decide 
upon the general result. His task is the more perplexing, as 
the requirements of the two enactments, which ap’ to be 
most in connection—viz., 3 & 4 Vict. c. 24, s. 1,and 23 & 24 
Vict. c. 126, s. 34—differ in some material respects one from 
the other. Both speak of a certificate to be given by the 
judge presiding at the trial; but in Lord Denman’s Act the 

intiff had to apply for it in order to get his costs, and in 
the new statute the defendant has to obtain a certificate in 
order to deprive the plaintiff of the costs to which he would 
otherwise be entitled. It is, however, in reference to the form 
of the certificate itself that the new statute has been found 
difficult to understand, and insufficient to afford a plain and 
satisfactory direction. In Lord Denman’s Act the judge certi- 
fied (in order to give costs) that the action was brought to try 
a right, besides the mere right to recover damages for the 
trespass or grievance for which the action ‘was brought, or that 
such trespass or grievance. was wilful and malicious, © Under 
the new Act, he is to certify three several things (in order to 
deprive the plaintiff of costs)--viz.,.1, that the action was 
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not brought to try a right, &c.; 2, that such trespass or 
ance “a not witfal © tenmdoat, and 8, that the action was 
not fit to be brought. ‘ $e oe be 
Now, the requirements of this certificate, in reference to 
these, its three several parts, have been already discussed -in 
the case of Saunders v. Kirwan’ (9 W. R. 706) where it was 
contended that a certificate was insufficient, because it did not 
follow the words of the Act, and say (that the trespass was 
not wilful and malicious, but merely said that the trespass was: 
not malicious; but the Court held that the variance. was nét 
material, because to certify that a trespass is not malicious is 
not consistent with such tres; being wilful and malicious. 
This was the whole effect of that decision, but it appears to 
have been supposed an authority for the proposition that a 
certificate pointed only to one of the three heads required by 
the statute, would be sufficient; and, accordingly, in the 
present case, the same most acute judge (confessedly from a 
misapprehension of the decision of the Court with regard to 
his certificate in the case of Saunders v. Kirwan) contented 
himself with certifying that the ti or grievance was not 
wilful or malicious, without p ing to state that it was 
not brought to try a right, &c. (which indeed he was unable 
to say from the evidence); and that the action was not fit 
to be brought. The Court, consequently, with the full.s ; 
bation of the chief justice himself, made absolute a rule which 
the plaintiff had obtained for the taxation of his costs, not-, 
withstanding the certificate. : he eis . 


PracticeE—CoMPULSORY REFERENCE OF ACTION FoR ‘Nox-' 
REPAIR. 
Angell vy. Feligate, Exch., 10 W. R. 83. 

This decision will tend to facilitate the progress of the 
Court through the lists at crowded -sittings; as it establishes 
that an action on a covenant to repair (at all events where 
money is paid into court, and the liability of the defendant, fo 
‘a certain extent, thereby admitted) may be compulsorily te- 
ferred to arbitration under the Common Law Procedure Act; 
1854, ss."3-6 as involving, in part, matter of account. ° The 
8rd section it is true (and the present case) immediately turns 
upon an application for a reference made by’one of the parties ' 
at chambers ; but the principle of the decision will equally ap- 
ply so as to justify a judge at the trial (under ‘sect. 6) 
without -the application of either of the parties, and even 
against their joint wishes, to refer such a case, if he is of 
opinion that it cannot conveniently be tried before him; that is 
(it is apprehended) not without trespassing too much on the 
time of the Court, and on that of the other suitors. ‘The 
principle here alluded to, and on which the Court proceeded 
in this as well as in some previous cases, is that the statutes, 
in order to authorise such a compulsory reference, only re-' 
quire that the matter in dispute shall involve matter of account, ' 
and that it is of no consequence that something more than 
matter of account be also involved. i cea Pagal 

It must be confessed, that the construction the judges have 
put on the section has been rather with a view to the gem 
interests of the suitors than with a strict regard to the ri P 
of the parties to the action themselves. Indeed, ‘the : 
scarcely affect to deny that they have taken advantage of the 
ambiguous wording of the Act in order to deprive such parties 
of a power of resistance which might happen to be most in- 
convenient. 
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Correspondence. 


Srupps’ AGENTS. 

Your last a some a or vepveulliy Gar Ad 
the proprietor 0’ Gazette, and more on ‘his’ 
“legal agents;” and [ certainly think that no picheetsaal’ 
man who has due regard for his own character can feel proud’ 
of the appointment, I must admit, however, that some months 
ago, after perusing carefully the list of agents, which contained: 
the names of several men of undoubted’ respectability, I ac- 
‘cepted the agency for a small town, in which T live.» But I’ 
soon found that the subscribers’ notions of my — were quite 
inconsistent with my notions of independence, I resigned 
the appointment. 

Still I feel it but just to the —_ and the solicitors 
concerned, to observe that I found “ lists” which were sent 
me of considerable use,'and that I have no doubt they are sub- 
scribed for, not only by ordinary tradesmen, but also by many 
merchants, bankers, and capitalists; and that, although it is not, 
improbable that such lists may injuriously affect some honest’ 
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struggling men, they, no doubt, on the other hand, to some ex- 
tent, expose the practices and position of the fraudulent; also 
that I doubt much whether, upon the whole, the balance is not 
in favour of honesty and fair dealing. In order that the good 
might be separated from the evil, would it not be well that lists 
of registered bills of sale, judgments, &c., should be published 
periodically by authority ? I would suggest that either this 
should be done, or else that the publication of such lists should 
be altogether prohibited. B, T. 


ComposiTioN—CREDITOR'S RECEIPT IN FULL. 


Will any of your numerous readers oblige me with their 
Opinion on the following statement :— 

A. B. called his creditors together last month, and at the 
meeting it was proposed by one of the creditors, and a resolu- 
tion was drawn up and carried unanimously, and signed by the 
chairman on behalf of the meeting, that the insolvent pay a com- 
position of 10s. in the pound, in acceptances at four, eight, and 
twelve months after date, his sister to sign them as surety. To 
which arrangement all the creditors have signified their con- 
sent in writing. No deed of assignment by the debtor, or deed 
of release by the creditors, has been executed, but the creditors 
have si receipts for the composition as in full of all their 
demands, up to two days before the date of the acceptances, in 
consideration of the latter, and in compliance with the resolu- 
tion passed at said meeting of creditors. It is presumed that 
the said receipts can be pleaded in bar to any action brought 
by a creditor for a larger amount than the composition. 

An Op SUBSCRIBER. 





CHANCERY AccOoUNTANT-GENERAL’s OFFICE. 


With regard to the Paper of the Metropolitan and Pro- 
vineial Law Association in your columns on the 31st of August, 
I feel bound to remark that the solicitors themselves have it 
fad in their power to alleviate, if not entirely to prevent, 

pressure spoken of under the heading two, fourth subdivi- 
sion. Solicitors in some cases undertake a great deal more 
business than they can properly discharge, and therefore are 
driven to put off all they can possibly delay, About the middle 
of July they find a great accumulation of business, and then 
they work very hard to get through it before the long vacation. 
I think they are rather disposed to ider that the clerks of 
the Acvountant-General’s office are unequal to the great 
pressure thus brought to bear on them, but is it not greatly 
the fault of solicitors? The innocent too suffer for the guilty, be- 
cause the proceedings in the office are partially paralyzed, and 
all business is impeded. x. ¥.Z 








Tue IncorporateD Law Society AND 1Ts CoUNCIL. 


The sentiments of regret at the recent exclusion of country 
solicitors from the vacancies in the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, which one of your country correspondents has 
mentioned, are, I believe, general throughout the country. In 
order, however, to effect anything like united action in our 
profession, and render the Incorporated Law Society its repre- 
sentative, a more radical measure than the mere addition of 
two or three country members to the present Council is neces- 
sary. It seems to me that the charter ought to be altered so 
as to extend the number of councillors to at least fifty, of 
whom thirty should be country solicitors. This would give 
confidence to our country brethren; and if simultaneously 
with such a change the entrance fee were still further reduced 
or abolished, I have little doubt that the number of country 
members of the institution would be soon increased to, at least, 
2,000. Such a body would, with a continuance of the present 
number of town members, justify the Incorporated Law Society 
in calling itself the organ and representative of the entire 

fession. 

If the number of its members is to be increased to any con- 
siderable extent, it is manifest that they must be sought and 
found amongst the country solicitors. One out of every two 
London solicitors (or nearly so) have already joined the society ; 
and it is not probable, unless the fees are much further reduced, 
that there will be any increase worth speaking of from the Lon- 
don ranks; but there is yet a large field for extension in the 
country—only about one in sixteen of the 7,000 country 
solicitors having yet been induced to join. They are a large and 
influential body, and the addition of another 1,500 or 2,000 


of them to the ranks of the society would add vastly to its 
effective influence; and I trust that, for the sake of the society 





itself, as well as of the profession at large, measures will be 

taken to secure the confidence and accession of such an im- 

portant number of our country brethren. 
London, Dec, 26, 1861. 


or ansut 
Ereland, 


Mr. Corballis, Q.C., has resigned the county judgeship of 
Dublin. It is stated that the cause of his retirement is de- 
fective hearing. Mr. Corballis has been forty-one years at the 
Bar, and twenty years a Queen’s Counsel, 

The clerkship of the crown for Limerick is vacant. 


A Soxicrtor. 


on et 
Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


FraNcE.—An article on the subject of the seizure of neutral 
vessels, from the pen of M. Hautefeuille, the well-known author 
of more than one work on international law, has recently 
appeared in the last part of the “ Universal Dictionary of Com- 
merce and Navigation” published by Messrs. Guillaumin and 
Co. of Paris, M. Hautefeuille commences by stating that, when 
nations are at war, third parties must submit to the conditions 
of international law, or they cease to be neutrals, and 
belligerents. He is a determined opponent of the right of seizing 
neutrals, and says: “ Belligerents have invented a great num- 
ber of circumstances, which, in their opinion, are of a nature 
to legitimise the act. All these ought to be disallowed, as 
contrary to the principles of international law. Unfortunately, 
when a belligerent is powerful he uses violence to make his ow n 
rules applicable to others, This is an abuse of power, and not 
aright.” Upon this question all the world may not be of the 
same opinion; but M. Hautefeuille touches the very marrow of 
the question now pending between England and America when 
he says: “A ship seized is not a prize; it must be submitted 
to judges, who will decide whether there be culpability. In 
case of affirmation, the seizure is converted into a prize; the 
confiscation of the ship itself, or of the whole or part of her 
cargo, is pronounced.” The applicability of this to the case of 
the Trent needs no demonstration. Further on he says: “The 
course to be followed in the case of neutrals is precisely 
same as in that of prizes taken from belligerents;”’ that is, the 
officer making the seizure is not to constitute himself judge, as 
the captain of the San Jacinto did. He proceeds: “ It often 
happens, especially in the case of contraband of war, that the 
seizure applies to only a part, and sometimes only a very small 
part of the cargo;” and he adds: “ The neutral ship is not com- 
pelled to remain in the port to which she is carried, but may 
leave the articles claimed as contraband for the decision of the 
Court.” “There exist,” says M. Hautefeuille, “ many treaties 
by which the captain of the neutral ship has to deliver up to 
the belligerent at sea such articles as are claimed as contraband 
and it is the duty of the latter to accept them, and not detain 
the vessel. But he says not a single word about the belligerent 
having any power of selection or confiscation; that belongs as 
already stated, to the judges, and to no one else; and in case of 
the judgment being against the belligerent, the neutral has a 
claim for compensation. For an officer then to act otherwise 
is equivalent to robbery on the high seas, no matter what 
sophistical palliations may he quoted in his favour.” 

In an article on “Contraband of War,” in an early part of 
the same work, published in 1859, will be found a definition by 
the same writer, which limits the absolute meaning of the 
expression to those articles which are in a condition to be 
immediately applied to the purposes of war, and not to any 
materials which may be eventually so applied. The writer of 
the article, M. A. Leymarie, adds that a much wider significa- 
tion has frequently been given to the term, but quite unjustifi- 
able; and, with respect to other matters, he says: ““ We have 
not here to enter into the question of the transport of soldiers 
or sailors, who, in a commercial point of view, apart from that 
of international law, cannot be considered as merchandise, or, at 
least as contraband of war; nor can the conveyance of d 
from one or other of the belligerents be so considered.” The 
inference from this must be that the conveyance of despatches 
may be a reason for a diplomatic rupture, but cannot be con- 
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Furivical Society. Tprotidos inte charier-pertt that "the master choald rele 
—_—_ the freighter’s supercargoes on board,” One of the passengers, 


THE “TRENT” AFFAIR. 
(Continued from p. 133.) 
ENGLISH CASEs, 


In the first of the English cases to which I shall refer, the 
principle on which, supposing the 7'rent to be a mere mer- 
chant vessel—an ordinary seeking ship—ready to take any em- 
ployment, from anywhere to anywhere, and carry anything 
(which certainly was not the case with the Trent)—would be 
liable to condemnation—is laid down. The argument, of 
which, unfortunately, not even a sketch is given, must have 
presented an extreme case in proof of the general danger or 
inconvenience of conceding the condemnation of the particular 
vessel; and Sir W. Scott notices and answers such an argu- 
ment. The case was this:— 

The Friendship, an American vessel, (6 Rob. Adm. R. 420) 
carried a small quantity of s pretending to be a 
(most of the witnesses, the beneh officers themselves, the 
persons carried and captured, declared that there was no cargo 
on board), and also carried soldiers and sailors, the crews of two 
lost vessels. The contract to carry them was made by the 
French Government agent, and the men were subject, on board, 
to military discipline, and were under orders to present them- 
selves to the military authorities at the first port at which they 
should arrive. Held, that the vessel was really engaged as a 
Sepa yg in the French service, and yer gong On 
the subject of carrying passengers Sir W. Scott says, p. 426, 
“ Tt is asked, will you lay down a principle that may be carried 
to the length of Epeess military in the service of 
the enemy from finding his way home in a neutral vessel from 
America to Europe? If he was going merely as an ordinary 
P as other passengers do, at his own expense, the 
question would present itself in a very different form. Neither 
this Court nor any other British tribunal, has ever laid down 
the principle to that extent. This is 9 case differently com- 

It is the case of a vessel letting herself out in a distinct 
manner, under a contract with the enemy's Government, to 
convey a number of persons, described as. being in the service 
of the enemy, with their military character travelling with 
them, and to restore them to their own country in that charaec- 
ter.” These circumstances, taken altogether, gave to the vessel 
the character of a mere French transport, and occasioned its 
condemnation. “Is it not ludicrous to speak of the cargo 
of this vessel as being any other than tliese passengers for 
whom the ship was freighted? I am of opinion that this 
vessel is to be considered as a French transport. It. would 
be a very different case if a vessel appeared to be carrying 
only a few individuals, invalided soldiers, or discharged sailors, 
taken on board by chance, and at their own charge. I am satis- 
fied tliat they are still as effective members of the French marine 
as anycan be.” The plain inference from the words of Sir W. 
Scott is that had the vessel been engaged in the prosecution of 
an ordinary voyage, and had these persons come individually 
on board as private passengers, the vessel would not have 
been condemned. But here was a vessel with no cargo, 
with no employment but that of carrying troops, sub- 
ject during their voyage to military discipline, the contract 
to convey them being made by a French Government agent, 
and the officers and men being under orders to report them- 
selves to the military authorities at the first port they 
reached. What was; what could this vessel be, but an or- 
dinary transport ship? Let we now proceed to the next 
Cc; . 


Se : 
The Orozembo Ave Rob. Adm. Rep. 430), American vessel 
chartered ostensibly by a merchant in Lisbon “to proceed in 
ballast to Macao and there to take a cargo to America.” Ship 
fitted up for the reception of three military officers of distinc- 
tion, and two persons in the civil department of the Govern- 
ment of Batavia, who had come from Holland to take their 
passage to Batavia, under the appointment of the Government 
of Holland. England and Holland (which was at that time 
under French authority) were at war. The point made here 
was that the master could know nothing of the character of his 
passengers, a point not affecting the law of the case, but most 
important on the question of fraud. Sir W. Scott, answered 
that by reference to the facts, which in his opinion 
showed that the voy. was altogether undertaken for 


regimen’ 
going to Macao was a pretence. All the passengers said they 





a French gentleman, and a general of brigade in the Dutch 
army, was examined, he said, “ he left the Hague in February 
by the direction of the government of Holland which ordered 
him to proceed to Lisbon, and informed him that he would 
there find a neutral ship chartered to carry him to Macao; that 
the destination was Macao, aud that the master was not poy 
to an ulterior distination, but that, if the master had re . 
he should have compelled him to go to Batavia.” The charter- 
party itself contained a stipulation that the voyage might be put 
an end to in India, if the supereargo pleased. There was no.evi- | 
dence of any supercargo except those previously ordered to be 
received on board. Sir W. Scott considered the vessel under all 
these circumstances to have no other character than that of a 
transport engaged in the enemy’s service, and s0 aed it. 
Is is possible for any one to doubt the justice of these decisions, 
is it possible for any one truly to charge them with that exclu- 
sive “high handedness,” that it has been the custom am 
those not mindful of the facts, to impute to the acts 
the English vessels and the judgments of the English Prize 
Court, If national neutrality had been a private contract 
would not the evidence in these cases have justified—nay, re- 
quired, an award that it had been broken? 

Let us now pass to a third case decided by the same learned 
judge within a short time afterwards, and reported in the same 
volume. ‘This case is one which has been of late so often 
referred to and so much misapprehended, that it requires @ 
more detailed statement. It is the case of the Atalanta, 
6 Rob. Adm, 440. 

This ship was an American vessel which had been purchased 
by a subject of Bremen in the Isle of France (an enemy's 
colony) to supply the place of a former vessel which had been 
sold there after being wrecked, It might therefore be consi- 
dered a neutral ship. It was on a voyage from Batavia (an 
enemy’s colony) to Bremen (a neutral port). The chief super- 

was an American, who had been both at Amsterdam and 
Paris just before going out on this voyage, and his aes 4 
dence was found, containing propositions tor an adventure, W. 
the prudence of the neutral manager at Bremen had induced 
him to decline. Sir W. Scott evidently thought that this s 
cargo’s whole conduct indicated the intention of serving 
purposes of the enemy. ‘The vessel was detained ten days 
the Isle of France by the Government, as both su 
said, “ ah any reason being ary a In a v=} 
1 2 other supercargo were found, » papers 
whee pooved to be despatches from the Government of the 
Isle of France to various en agirs of = Freneh 
ment, containing important military information. 
papers, though corcealed in a chest of the ay oa Be 
upon the arrival of the vessel at Bremen, “to 
Colonel Richemont, an officer of artillery, on board, and second 
in command at the Isle of France, though he appears to have 
shipped himself as a planter, and as an inhabitant of the Isle 
of rance, for the p , it is said, of avoiding imprisonment 
in case of eapture. 
to Colonel 
cruiser.” 
cruiser they ‘a fe nr cagaes y- 
supercargoes. e master spo it as a matter 
that the vessel had been detained by the order of the . 
Government in order to take on board the packet which was 
delivered to the supe Sir W. Scott goes through all 
the facts, and combines contrasts the various panes im 
the affidavits and in the letters of the parties, on > 
“ What might be the consequence of a simple transmission 
despatches, I am not called upon by the necessities of the 
present case to decide, because | have already pronounced this 
to be a fraudulent case. That the simple fact of carrying des- 
patches between the colonies and the mother country of the 
enemy is a service highly injurious to the other bellegerent, i 
most obvious. . . . . How is intercourse with ¢ 
mother country kept up in time of peace? By ships 
of war, or by packets in the service of the State? If @ 
war intervenes, and the other belligerent prevails to inter- 
rupt that communication, any person stepping in to lend 
himself to effect the same purpose, under the privilege of an 
ostensible neutral character, does, im fact, place himself in the 
service of the enemy-staté, and is justly to be considered in 
that character.” . . . . “It has been laid down by the 
Superior Court in the Constitution that the fraudulent - 
ing the of the enemy is a criminal act, which é 
lead to on.” He afterwards calls it “an interposi- 
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tion in war,” and says that in this case “ it was active interposi- 
tion in the service of the enemy, concerted, and continued in 
fraud, and so, treating the vessel as engaged in the transport 
service of the enemy, he pronounced for condemnation. In 
the course of his judgment he indicates, though he does not 
exactly declare, that to inake the carrying of despatches even 
under such circumstances as existed here a cause of forfeiture, 
“ it is necessary to show a military tecdency.” It is plain that 
such was the inclination of his mind, for’ he refers to the case 
of the Sally, where the principle was not applied, the despatches 
relating only to the supply of corn in a year of great scarcity; 
and he afterwards notices that the despatches in the case then 
before him were “entirely military.” And finally, these were 
despatches not sent from an enemy’s country to a neutral 
country to be used by or for the business of the neutral 
country, but were entirely to be used in and by the enemy- 
country. This deprives the case of any authority to justify the 
act of the San Jacinto, for it was a simple service of war, and 
there was no right or interest of the neutral country affected 
by the stopping of these despatches, We shall see in the 
next case that that circumstance is one which materially 
affects the question. That which has just been referred 
to is the strongest case on the subject of despatches, and 
it is clear that Sir W. Scott looked on it as one of a 
neutral ship wilfully engaging in the service of the enemy, to 
perform a service which was really an interposition in the war, 
and that the fraudulent manner in which the service was 
attempted to be effected was decisive as to the intention of the 
parties and the nature of the transaction. 

This case was shortly afterwards followed by that of the Caro- 
line, and there Sir W. Scott takes occasion to explain what might 
have appeared too stringent in the previous judgment, and what 
had, perhaps, for the argument not being reported, we can only 
guess upon the matter, been pressed with too much urgency 
upon him, by one side as a legitimate consequence of his pre- 
vious judgment, or by the other put forward as an improper 
and injurious though necessary result from it. The Caroline 
(9 Rob. Adm. Rep. 461) was the case of an American vessel 
carrying despatches from the French minister in America to the 
French government in Paris. 

Sir W. Scott, in this case, uses the phrase, which, taken 
apart from the rest, has been so much relied upon—“ It 
is the right of the belligerent to cut off all communications 
between the enemy and his settlements.” But he thus 
goes on to give the true meaning of that phrase:—“ The 
Court has before had repeated occasion to express its 
opinion thatthe carrying the despatches of the enemy, 
from the colony to the mother country, is a criminal inter- 
position in the war that will lead to condemnation. In this 
case a distinction was taken, very briefly in the original 
argument, which I confess struck me very forcibly at the 
moment, that carrying the despatches of an ambassador, situ- 
ated in a neutral country, did not fall within the reasoning 
on which the general principle is founded.” “This is not a 
case of despatches coming from any part of an enemy’s teri- 
tory ‘[to another part ought here to be introduced the sen- 
tence goes on thus—]) whose commerce and communication of 
every kind the other belligerent has a right to interrupt.” 
Now as this is plainly not true with respect to communica- 
tion between a belligerent and a neutral country, the words 
I propose to introduce are plainly required, in order to ex- 
press the real meaning of the speaker. ‘‘ They are despatches 
from persons who are in a peculiar manner favourite objects 
of the protection of the law of nations, ambassadors, resident 
in a neutral country. On these grounds a very material dis- 
tinction arises, with respect to the right of furnishing the con- 
veyance. ‘The former cases were cases of neutral ships carry- 
ing the enemy’s despatches from her colonies to the mother 
country. In all such cases you have a right to conclude 
that tle effect of those despatches is hostile to yourself, be- 
cause they must relate to the security of the enemy's pos- 
sessions, and to the maintenance of a communication between 
them; you have a right to destroy tiiuse possessions and that 
communication, and it is a legal act of hostility so todo. But 
the neutral country has a right to preserve its relations with 
the enemy, and you are not at liberty to conclude that any 
communication between them can partake, in any degree, of 
the nature of hostility towards you. The enemy may have 
his hostile projects to be attempted with the neutral state; 
but your reliance is on the integrity of that neutral state, 
that it will not favour nor participate in such designs, but as 
far as its own councils and actions are concerned, will oppose 





them. And if there should be private reason to suppose that 
this confidence in the good faith of the neutral state has a | 


doubtful foundation, that is matter for the caution of the 
government, to be counteracted by just measures of preven- 
tive policy, but is no ground on which this court can pro- 
nounce that the neutral carrier has violated his duty by bear- 
ing despatches which, as far as he can know, may be pre- 
sumed to be of an innocent nature, and in the maintenance 
of a pacific connection. One material ground, therefore, is 
wanting, on which the judgment of the court proceeded in the 
former cases. Another distinction arises from the character 
of the person who is employed in the correspondence, He is 
not an executive officer of the government acting simply in 
the conduct of its own’affairs within its own territories, but 
an ambassador resident in a neutral state, for the purpose of 
supporting an amicable relation with it.” 

‘“‘I have before said that persons discharging the functions 
of ambassadors are, in a peculiar manner, objects of the pro- 
tection and favour of the law of nations. _ The limits that ‘are 
assigned to the operations of war against them, by Vattel and 


other writers upon those subjects are, that you may exercise ‘ 


our right of war against them wherever the ‘character of 
hostility exists. You may stop the ambassador of your enemy 
on his , but when he has arrived, and has taken on 
himself the functions of his office, and has been admitted in 
his representative character, he becomes a sort of middle man, 
entitled to peculiar privileges, as set apart for the protection of 
the relations of amity and peace, in maintaining which all 
nations are in some degree interested.” 

He then remarks on the possible importance of prevent- 
ing intercourse, and says:—It is to be considered, also, 
with regard to this question, what may be due to the 
convenience of the neutral state, for its interests may 
require that the intercourse of correspondence with the 
enemy’s country should not be altogether interdicted. It 
might be thought to amount almost to a declaration 
that an ambassador from the enemy shall not reside in 
the neutral state, if he is declared to be debarred from the only 
means of communicating with his own. For to what useful 
purpose can he reside there without the opportunities of such 
a communication? It is too much to say that all the business 
of the two states shall be transacted by the minister of the 
neutral state resident in the enemy’s country. The practice of 
nations has allowed to neutral states the privilege of receiving 


ministers from the belligerent states, and the use and con- ’ 


venience of an immediate negociation with them.” 
He then notices the argument that such a privilege of free 


communication may be liable to great abuses—he admits that, ’ 


and illustrates it by the practice of sending the private letters 
of intriguing men, and still more of intriguing wemen, but does 
not admit that this liability to abuse puts an end to this neces- 
sary privilege. He goes on thus:—“ It has been argued truly 
that, whatever the necessities of the negotiation may be, a 
private merchant is under no obligation to be the carrier of 
the enemy’s despatches to his own government. Certainly he 
is not: and one inconvenience to which he may be held fairly 
subject, is that of having his vessel brought in for examination, 
and of the necessary detention and expense.” And this was 
the sole extent to which in his opinion liability had been 
incurred in this case. The ship and cargo were restored on 
the payment of the captor’s ex . The value of one opinion 
stated to have been given on the other side of the Atlantic, 
may be ascertained by this circumstance, that in that opinion, 
which affects to be founded on this very decision, it is said that 
the ship was condemned. 


ADOPTION OF THESE CASES BY AMERICAN AND FRENCH 
WRITERS, 


The doctrines laid down in these cases have been fully 
adopted by American writers (Wheaton’s Elements, Beach 
Lawrence's Notes, bk. 4, c. 3, p. 565; additional notes, &c., 
6th ed. (1855), Boston, with the last corrections of the author). 
“ The carrying the despatches of the enemy will 
also subject the neutral vessel] in which they are transported 
to capture and confiscation. The consequences of such a 
service are indefinite, infinitely beyond the effect of any con- 
traband that can be conveyed.” He then quotes, as 
adopting the judgment in the Atalanta, p. 506, “But 
carrying the despatches of an ambassador, or other public 
minister of the enemy, resident in a neutral country, is an 
exception to the reasoning on which the above general rule is 
founded.” He then quotes as before the judgment in the 
Caroline (6 Rob. Adm. Rep. 461); and at the end of the 
quotation, Mr. Beach Lawrence gives the {v/lowing note:— 
“ The preventing of neutrals bearing enemy’s despatches is in- 
cluded with the seizing of articles of contraband, as an excep- 
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tion to the otherwise unrestrained freedom of commerce, con- 
ceded to them by the ‘ declarations’ of England and France, 
and by the order in council of the 15th of April, 1854. It is 
conceived that the carrying of despatches can only invest a 
neutral vessel with a hostile character in the case of its being 
employed” [speci engaged] “for that purpose by the 
belligerent, and that it cannot affect with criminality either a 
regular postal packet, or a merchant ship, which takes a 
despatch in its ordinary course of conveying letters, and with 
the contents of which the master must necessarily be ignorant, 
This view, it is supposed, is not inconsistent with the text, 
which refers to a fradulent carrying of the despatches of the 
enemy. Since the former European wars, some governments 
have established regular postal packets, whose mails, by inter- 
national conventions, are distributed throughout the civilised 
world; while, in other; countries, every m t vessel is 
obliged to receive, till the moment of its setting sail, not only the 
despatches of Government, but all letters sent to it from the 
post office.” (And he refers to “ Hautefeuille Droits des 
Nations neutres, 2, p. 463. See also “Postal Treaty of 
December 15, 1848,” between the United States and Great 
Britain; “‘ United States Statutes at Large,” Vol. 9, p. 965). 
Hautefeuille, who is thus referred to, has expressed himself 
on this important point in the following manner:—“ Des- 
patches may be carried from a neutral port to another 
neutral port, or from a neutral port to a port belonging to the 
belligerent, or from a port of the belligerent to a neutral port; 
or, last of all, from a port of a belligerent to another port 
under the same sovereign, or occupied by his arms. It seems 
clear that the first three hypotheses must be left out of account. 
Whenever the starting point, or the. point of. arrival, is a 
neutral country, the transport of the despatch is innocent, and 
the neutral, in taking charge of it, does not violate the duties 
of neutrality, and commits no act of contraband. Even in the 
last hypothesis, where the despatch is sent from a place 
belonging to the belligerent to 6 nh see Sending aes 
is necessary to make some observations. One of the belli- 
gerents having an important despatch to send to a remote = 
of its territory, to a colony, to a fleet stationed far from 
the mother country, may freight a neutral vessel specially 
to carry this despatch. But it may happen, also, and this is 
the most frequent case, that this letter is put on board a neutral 
vessel charged with a regular post specially devoted to the car- 
riage of letters, not only of the state but also of private indi- 
viduals, and performing this service not only under special cir- 
cumstances, but at regular stated periods. The packet-boats 
are vessels of this sort. It is usual among commercial nations 
that at the moment when a merchant vessel sets sail from a 
distant port the captain is charged ‘by the ‘post-office with all 
the letters destined for that place ‘and the adjoining parts.’ The 
captain cannot refuse this mission without violating his duty; 
he is intrusted with and responsible for the despatches confided 
to him. The belligerent may use this means of sending his 
despatches. Is the neutral vessel equally guilty in these last 
three hypotheses? In the first case he is certainly so. It is 
clear the captain cannot be ignorant of the service he is called 
on to fulfil. . Having freighted his vessel to one of the belli- 
gerents specially to carry a despatch from one of his ports to 
another, he is guilty of a violation of the rights of neutrality 
and may be treated as a belligerent; but when the transport of 
the letters and despatches of belligerents is made either as a 
postal service by regular packet boats or, according to the im- 
memorial usage of maritime people, who before the establish- 
ment of special boats always deposited their public and private 
despatches in the first boat, it is a perfectly innocent act and 
can in ‘no case‘be considered éitlier’ as ‘an infraction of the 
duties of neutrality or as an act of carrying contraband. Sup- 
pose, for instance, a war was to break out between the United 
States and England: the English Government freights a 
French vessel in an English port specially to carry a despatch 
to the governor of any of the English West India Islands. 
Whatever be the contents of this despatch, the ship has violated 
the duties of neutrality and may he treated as an enemy by 
the Americans. But would it be the same if the ship, laden 
with merchandise and having a purely commercial object and 
bound for the West Indies received this dispatch at the moment 
of its departure along with the rest of the correspondence? 
Certainly not. ‘Lhe captain has not accepted a special mission 
from the belligerent, but has only rendered to him, as a friend 
of his country, a service which it is not in the habit of mari- 
time usage to refuse; a service, too, which he would equally 
have rendered in time of and which he can render, not- 
withstanding the war, without violating any of the duties of 
war. “I never can believe that any nation at war with Great 








re RBhor India mail by the French packet-boats in the 
editerranean, alth we may really look on this mail as 
directly put on in an ish ‘port and directed to 
another English port, since it passes through France closed 
and esco by an English courier, who is responsible for it;” 
Vol. 2, p. 463—465. 

Cases or Arrest or PERSONS. 


I am warned by the length to which this paper has 
that I must abridge my remarks and not too much exhaust 
your patience. 

The cases of the Marquis of Belle Isle, of Mr. Laurens, of 
Lucien Bonaparte, and of Mr. M‘Manus, have been referred to 
as justifying the arrest of the Southern Commissioners. Not 
one of them does so. The first is that of a minister sent 
from France to the King of Prussia, whose postillion by 
ignorance took him into the territory of Hanover, with whose 
government France was then at war. As to that case, Vattel, 
bk. 4, c. 7, 8. 85, says—* What we have here observed re-" 
lates to nations that are at peace with each other, “On the 
breaking out of a war we cease to be under any obligation “of - 
leaving the enemy in the free enjoyment of his rights;“on‘ the 
contrary, we are justified in depriving him of > for*tlie 
purpose of weakening him and inducing him to accépt “of 
equitable conditions. His people also may be attacked and 
‘seized wherever we have a right to commit acts of hostility, 
Not only, therefore, may we justly refuse a passage to the 
‘ministers whom our enemy sends to other sovereigns, we may 
‘even arrest them if they attempt to pass privately, and with- 
out permission, through places belonging to our jurisdiction. 
Of such a p ing the last war furnishes a signal instance, 
A French embassador, on his route to Berlin, touched, through 
the imprudence of his guides, at a village within the electorate of 
Hanover, whose sovereign, the King of England, was at war 
with France. The minister was there arrested, and afterwards 
sent over to England. As his Britannic Majesty had, in that 
instance, only exerted the right of war, neither the court of 
France nor that of Prussia complained of his conduct,” 

The cause of Mr. Laurens is the next, He was going as 
minister from the United States to France, and was captured 
at sea. His petition to the House of Commons, complaining 
of the treatment he had received, and asking, “ under proper 
conditions and restrictions to grant him enlargement,” says 
simply, “that he was captured on the American coast, first 
landed upon American ground, where he saw, exchanges of 
British and American prisoners in a course of negotiation,” , 
but puts forward no one single word to that he was in 
‘a neutral vessel, or that his capture was i or even irre- . 
gular—“ An. Reg. 1781,” p. 322. He had no reason to pre- 
tend that. , All the books of the time say that he was captured 
in “a Congress packet” (a phrase no doubt used because the 
United States had not then been recognised) on the banks of 
Newfoundland by the Vestal frigate. In some of the accounts 
the is described as “armed,” and “ armed with fourteen 
guns.” This was therefore the seizure of an enemy in an 
enemy’s war ship. 

Lucien Buonaparte’s case follows:—He wrote to Murat to 
send him an American vessel to convey himself and his family 
to Naples, where he wished to reside. A storm arose—not 
for preservation from shipwreck, but to obtain relief from sea- 
sickness he put into Cagliari, then a hostile port, for Sardinia 
allied with England was then at war with France. He was 
thus in the condition of an enemy who, for any reasons of his 
‘own, presents himself to his foe. His case, as he was travel- 
ling with his family, was considered as one of hardship, but was 
never treated till'now as a violation of the law of nations.» * 

. «Then comes the case’ of Bellew’ M‘Manus,’ of ‘which the * 
utmost has been made. The statement ‘of the facts of that Cage, « 
as it is made in the columns of a violent opponent of England,’ 
may be taken from those columns themselves. The very first 
sentence of that statement disposes of the case. “We havea 
precedent in the action of the British Government itself, in a 
isely similar case, in the rebellion of 1848, when the person ‘ 
of . Terence Bellew -M‘Manus was forcibly taken’ from” an ' 
American ship}the brig WV. D. Chase, of ; under pro- § 
test of the officers, in the harbour of Cork, where ‘he had 
taken shelter under the stars and stripes, at “2 ‘moment too 
when she had cleared the port and was virtually’ on her 
voyage, having been lying off the harbour ‘for six “day 
waiting ‘for #» favourable wind.” It is clear,’ from” 
statement that this was merely an ‘attempt’ to"make an 
American vessel in ‘an English ‘port’ an asylum for #’ criminal - 
against the authority of the’ English laws.’ The expression 
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“ lying of the port ” is equivocal in itself, and is to a great ex- 
tent contradicted by the next phrase “ waiting for a favourable 
wind,” for if outside the port, which the word of is meant to 
imply, there is no American captain that would have waited 
for a favourable wind, Inside it he might have done so, for a 
wind blowing directly into the port might prevent his coming 
out. But giving the fullest effect desired by its writer to the 
expression, and forgetting the previous part of the statement 
that the affair took place ‘tin the harbour of Cork,” 
which is a variance with it, still the case is worth nothing in 
law, and is condemned by Mr. Beach Lawrence himself in his 
letter to a supposed questioner where he begins by admitting 
that a vessel “ within a marine league of the shore” is to be 
considered as “within the waters” of the adjoining land. 
His words are these—“ When I saw you yesterday, I supposed 
that Messrs, Slidell and Mason had been taken from a British 
steamer in British waters, that is to say within a marine league 
of the shores of a British island. In such case their seizure 
would have been as objectionable as if made on the land, and 
a gross violation of neutral rights.”. In facts, therefore, which 
give the law, and in the principles of the law itself this case 
fails to present any justification for the present proceeding. 

ApsobicaTion py A Competent Court, a NEOESSITY. 

Then; as to the subject of not taking the vessel into 
port for adjudication. It is a settled rule of law that 
thé searcher stops a neutral ship at his peril. As 
the legality of the stoppage is to determine his liability 
to make compensation, he must take the ship where a regular 
adjudication can take place, and must not adjudicate for him- 
self, There would be no protection for property nor much, 
pethaps, for life, if every commander of a war-vessel, public 
and private (and the Americans expressly refuse to abolish 
pfivateering), was to be the ultimate judge of the right to con. 
fideate the one or take the other. The captured party must 
submit to the adjudication of the courts of the country of the 
captor. This is surely sufficient for the purposes of the captor. 
But ali the world gives credit to courts of justice for proceed- 
ing upon recognised principles and precedents, and if a court 
makes a mistake, it becomes the duty of the country where it 
sits toafford a remedy. Its honour and dignity are concerned 
todo so. They are not soconcerned in the act of any one 
individual officer; and for the protection of all men the deci- 
sions of competent courts are those alone to which universal 
deference is paid. It is not therefore a trifling matter to insist 
on, that if the rights of a neutral vessel on the high seas are 
eneroached upon, the lawfulness of the act shall be forthwith 
sibmitted to the adjudication of # competent tribunal, that so 
its character, and the character of the government which has 
established it, shall be made answerable for justice being done. 
The ineonvenience of the particular ship or its passengers may 
be greater, but so is the responsibility of the state, and the 
fact that it is 90 will operate to prevent that state from per- 
niitting its cruisers to do acts which, if only referred to in- 
dividual zeal, might indeed be made the subject of a con- 
venient reproof, but a secret and more sincere approval. 

Seizure or ENGiisH Saitors In AMERICAN SHIPS, 

I have not dealt with the cases of the searches of American 
vessels and the capture out of them of persons asserted to be 
British sailors. Nor do they require more than a passing 
remark. I¢ is true that the Americans were, at the commence- 
ment of the practice, holding the character of neutrals, and 
that the British Government claimed these sailors as deserters 
—that is, criminals. And in that respect it has been asserted, 
that they were in the situation of Messrs. Slidell and Mason— 
that is, criminals towards the government of their country, 
and that one act is a good precedent for the other. But first 
it is to be observed that these sailors were on board American 
ships solely for their own personal advantage, the going there 
being itself the essential part of the act of criminalty charged 
against them; next, the English government believed, and 
asserted that the American captains, for purposes of their own, 
wilfally encouraged their desertion; thirdly, they were not 
taken into the American ships as rs, but were at once 
rated as sailors; and lastly, their arrest did not interfere in any 
way with the legal rights or interests of any third country to 
whieh they were proceeding. I am not concerned to say 
whether all these circumstances justified their arrest in this 
maaner. The United States and England both alike terminated 
the war without deciding that question—and it is no part of my 
duty to decide it. I am content to point out the great. dis- 
tinetions which exist between that case and the present. 

Let me now sum ap the argument which I submit to the 
consideration of the Society. 





PROPOSITIONS. 

I say that a ship is, as a rule, part of the soil of the country 
to which it belongs. 

That that rule is subject to certain exceptions, one of which 
is, the right of a belligerent ship to search it, though a neutral, 
for contraband of war. 

That it has the general right of freely sailing over the seas, 
carrying cargo, papers, and persons—but this cargo must not 
be contraband—nor must the neutral vessel engage itself to do 
the service of a bellizerent transport in the conveyance of pers 
sons of papers between the belligerent mother country and its 
colonies, for, in such a case, being employed im the belligerent 
service as a transport, it may lawfully be treated as a belli- 
gerent transport. ‘ 

That where a neutral vessel is bond fide pursuing its ordinary 
eyo between a neutral and a belligerent country (4 
multo fortiori where it is doing so between two neutral coun- 
tries, as in this case) the fact that the vessel has received on 
board, in the ordiuary way, as casual individual passengers or 
papers the officers or the despatches of one belligerent, will not 
authorise the other belligerent to stop and search it nor to take 
the persons or papers from on board it; 

And, consequently, as this isthe act that has been done by the 
San Jacinto in the case of the Trent, I am of opinion that the 
act is not defensible by the law of nations, 
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Money Orpers.—The Post Master General has recently 
issued the following order:—On the Ist of January, 1862, and 
thenceforward, the limit of the amount for which & 
money order can be issued will be extended to £10, instead of 
being restricted to £5, as hitherto. The following table show 
the rates of commission which wi!l, from that date, be charged 
on inland and colonial moneys orders, viz:—If payable in the 
United Kingdom—For sums not exceeding £2, 3d.; above £2, 
and not exceeding £5, 6d.; above £5, and not exceeding £7, 
9d.; above £7, and not exceeding £10, 1s. If payable in Can- 
ada—For sums not exceeding £2, !s.; above £2, and not ex- 


- ceeding £5, 28.; above £5, and not exceeding £7, 3¢.; above 


£7, and not exceeding £10, 4s. If payable in Malta or Gib- 
ralter—For sums not exceeding £2, 9d.; above £2, and not 
exceeding £5, 1s. 6d.; above £5, and not exceeding £7, 28. 3d.; 
above £7, and not excesding £10, 3s. 2. In all other respects 
the issue and payment of inland and colonial money orders 
will remain as at present. 


Monzy Orpgr Orrices.—Notice has been given that on 
the Ist of January money-order offices will be opened at 
the following places in London and the suburbs—at Broad- 
green, Croydon; Hackney-wick; Hornchurch, Essex; North 
Woolwich; Skinner-street, Stockwell-green; Stratford New 
Town; Thames Ditton, and Union-street. A number of 
money-order offices will also be opened in many of the leading 
provincial towns; also in Scotland, at Maybole, Paisley, and 
Edinburgh; and in Ireland, at Aungier-street, Dublin, and 
Inniserone, county of Sligo. 
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Births, Marriages, and Beats. 
BIRTHS. : 

BURN—On Dec. 23, the wife ot George Rodham Burn, Esq., of Doctors- 

commons, Solicitor, of a daughter. 
TIDY—On Dec. 19, the wife of H. Edgar Tidy, Esq, Clifford’s-inn, Soli- 

citor, of a son. 
WAGHORN—On Dec. 26, the wife of Charles James Waghorn, of No. 36, 

Mark-lane, E.C., Solicitor, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 


SITWELL—SENIOR—On Dec. 18, Robert Sacheverel Wilmot Sitwell, 
Ea. Barrister-at-Law, to Mary Blanche, daughter of John Senior, Esq., 


DEATHS. 


HUMPHRY—On Dec. 18, Joseph Humphry, Esq., Q.C., of Elm Bank, 
Barnes, Surrey, laté one of the Masters in Chancery, aged 66. 


adient 
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London Gazettes. 
Protessional Partnerships Wrssolved. 


Turspay, Dec. 24, 1861. 





Blakeley, John W., and William Stanley Stone, Attornies, Solicitors, and 
Conveyancers, 26 Nicholas-lane, 4 


, Lombard-st, London. Dec 19. By 


mutual consent, 
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Wight, Edwin, and Herbert Wright, 
Attorneys and Solicitors (E. & H. Wright), 
consent. 

GHindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripar, Dee. 20, 1861. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

State Fire Assurance Company.—Creditors to prove their debts before 
Vice-Chancellor Wood forthwith, and to meet before him on Jan 16, at 
12, to appoint a creditor’s representative. 

Lrmitep tn BaNkroptcy. 


Great Northern and Midland Coal Company (Limited.)—Petition to wind 
up, presented Dec. 4, will be heard before Cummissioner Goulburn, on 


Dec, 30, at 1, 
Turspay, Dec. 24, 1861, 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Times Fire Assurance Company: Order to wind up, Dec 14, Master of 


the Rolls. 

British Protector Mutual Life Assurance Company. Petition presented 
for winding up Dec 20, will be heard before V. C. Kindersley, on Jan 17. 
Dodd, Solicitor for petitioner, 26 New Broad-st. 

Limtrep in Banxavuprcy. 

Folkestone West Cliff Hotel Company (Limited)—Petition for winding 

UPI presented Dec 21, will be heard before Com. Holroyd, on Jan. 8, at 1. 
&H d, Solicitors for petitioner, 7 Walbrook, London. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fawar, Dec. 20, 1861, 
Cooling, Richard, rv. Winchendon, Buckinghamshire, Farmer. 
March 1. Sols R. & B. J. Holloway, Thame, Oxfordshire. 
Thomas, Bradford, Esq fan 22. John Rand Rand, Bradford, and 
prem a Lockwood. Manningham, Executors. 


Waterloo-st, Birmingham, 
Nov 27. By mutual 





ey Bg Rogers, 1 Renae-rd, Fe es ee ee 
in Building Materials. Feb 20. Sols Beaumont & Thompson, 19 Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fieids. 


William, formerly of St. Andrew, Holborn, aud late of 11 John-st, 
Adelphi, Esq. Jan 20, Sols W. & R. B. Baker, 3 Crosby-sq, Bishops- 


gate, London. 

ronergil, John, Knaresborough, Silvetsmith. Feb 23, Sol Gill, Knares- 

Hald, George Johan johan Christian Erhard, Cannon-st, , and 
hagen-ter, Tetlow Fold, Cheetham Hill, Manchester. Feb i, Sol Hey- 
wood, Manchester. 

Howell, George George, Colney Hatch, Middlesex, Esq. Jan 16. Sol Finney, 6 
Furnival’s-inn. 

Ls ¢ Merton-pl, Turnham- re ee Gent. Dec 30, 
Sols & Ha: 32 Charterhouse- bane en 


Robertson, Catherine, 4 Bayham-cottages, town, Middlesex, 
Spinster. Jan 30. Sols Fyson, Tathams, Curling, & Walls, 3 Frede- 
rick’s-place, Old Jewry, London. 

Won in — Liverpoul, Stationer and Bookseller. Feb 7. Sol Tyn- 


TusspayY, Dec. 24, 186). 
Affleck, ———- Marsden-st, Same, Bookbinder. Jan 15. Sol 
Hankinson, 2 Essex-st, Mancheste 
Carr, William, Bra: Panag Coathends. Jan 25. Sols Darvill, Son, & 
Poulton, New W 


Clarke, Rev. Henry, Guborough, Yorkshire. Feb 1. W. Weatherill and 
me: * Entel Execu ory Hou, Logg oy 
rmer, Thomas, Gun sae Wise of Arthing- 
ton Ym Yorkshire, Esq. & Ween Weel T 1 Copthall-ct, 
Grice, Jobn, Frodsham, Cheshice, Farmer. Feb 1. Sols Harrison & Asli- 


Owen, Aliee, formerly of the Vine of Sleaford, Lin- 
colushire, Widow. Feb 25. Scls Dowding’ & I & bare, 15, Vineyards, 


Bath. 
Rayner, James, West Retford, Nottinghamshire, Yeoman. Jan 18. Sols 
Marshall & om. oot ear" Notts. 


Stables, Hi i 1 Copthall-ct, 
eet ee 1. Sols Ware & Westall, 1 
Wales Charles, yore Kent, Captain in the Merchant Service. Feb 
1. Sols Makinson & Carpenter, 3 Elm-ct, Temple, London. 
White, Jane, 4 Lansdown-pl. East, Bath, Spinster. March 25. Sols 
Dowding & Burne, 15 Vineyards, Bath. 
Martha, 4 Bladuds-bldgs, Bath. March 25. Sols Dowding & 
Burne, {5 Vineyards, Bath. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day of Proof. 
Fawar, Dec, 20, 1861. 


ee Howden, Yorkshire, Farmer. 
Corton; Willian, 88 Weorgnce-st, Gloucester, Mealman. Jan 20. Fisher 
v. Carter, V.C. 


C. Stuart. 
Davies, Anne, Queen-st, Neath, Glamorganshire, Widow. Jan 8, Davies 


v, Jones, M 
hea formerly of West Retford, Nottinghamshire, and then of 
Otto House, Hammersmith, Middlesex, and late of 44 Clifton-gardens, 

. Middlesex, Widow. Jan 18. Corrie v. Wynne, V. C. Kindersley. 
Goodin; Charien, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Gent. Feb 15. Sawyer e. 
Hutt, a Standlake, Oxfordshire, Yeoman. Jan 15. Shillingford v. 


Hutt, M 
Robert, Cur on, near Shefford, Bedfordshire, Gent. Jan 31, 
est v. West, V. C. Stuart. 


Touxspat, Dec. 24, 1861. 
(County Palatine age oe 


Battle, John, Barmby 
June 12. Battle v. 


Alderley, William, Sale, Cheshire, Jan 20. Rover o. Stanway, 
Office of Registrar of Court, 4, Neriolk, pdt alan 





Cokayne, Sarah, Chetwynd En End, Chetwynd, Salop, spinster. Jan &- 
Hardy ¢. Wright, V.C 

Hemming, William, Deldge Fart Farm, Albury, Surrey, Farmer. Jan 15. 
Hay v. Hemming, M. 

Livesey, Harding, Turnham Green, Middlesex, Esq. Jan 22. Burfield v. 
Livesey, V.C. Stuart. 


Assignments for Benelit of Creditors, 
Farwar, Dec. 20, 1861. 
Kerbey, Wiliam Holman, Ewell, Surrey, Surgeon. Dec 10, Sol Reed, 
1 Gaildhall-chmbrs, Basinghall- -st, London. 
‘TvugsDar, Dec. 24, 1861, 
Anthony, James Shepherd, Aveton Gifford, Deyonshire, Maltster. Dee 9. 
Sols Edmonds & Sons, 8 Parade, Plymow 
Edwards, Evan, Red Crown Inn, Caerphilly, Gi Glamorganshire, 


Licensed 

Victualler and Farmer. Dee 19. Gillard, 6 yo Bristel. 

Purves, Hannah, North Shields, Widow. Dec 19. Sol mg ey 
Th Denbighshire, Dealer 


Rowlands, Lendon House, wba Lint 
Glass and Grocer. Dee. 9 Sol Minshull, Liangolien. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Banksuptey Act, 1861. 


Farway, Dec. 20, 1861. 
Astin, Jonathan, and Joseph Astin, Bury, Cotton Manufacturers, Nov 29. 
Assignment. 9 


Bond, George ju, Bishops Waltham, Hants, Ironmonger. Nov25. Com- 
= iwi Legg os | Ne aa Burnley, Lancashire, Grocer. Név 


Reg Dec 

contd W tam Heneye  Sparitene, York, Silversmith and Jeweller. 
ov 20. Assignmen 

—= _ Emanuel James, Birmingham, Wire Drawer Nov 29. Assign- 


Reg Dee I 
Goswell, Thomas, Colney Hatch, and Elizabeth-ter, 
seg Des 1}. 


a Dee 6. Assignment. 
Hodgson, Joseph, Oakshill Farm, 
ay alae Corn Factor and Farmer. Noy 21, Assignm ente 
eg je 


Hollings, Edmund, Batley, Druggist. Dec 11. Composition, Reg Dee 16. 

ey and. 8 Watergate-st-row, Chester, Cabinet Maker. 
Vv 28. it. Reg Dec 18. 

pe 4 John, ein Almondbury, Yorkshire, Coal Dealer, Nov 97. 


aicketwale, Joep, Batley, Yorkshire, Coal Miner. Dee 11. Compox 


Spitalfields, Middlesex, 
market, Lower amen London, Fish Salesman. oe 


ion. Reg 7 

Nichols, William James, 20, Cannon-st, West, London, Warehouseman. 
Nov 20, Mery wee o> Reg Dec 18, 

Phillips, Emma, 5a, Westbourn-ter, Middlesex, Milliner. Dec 14. Com- 
position. Reg Dec 19, 
Reynolds, Edmund Thomas, room aa Hackney-rd, Middlesex, Silk Dyer. 
Dec 7. Composition, Reg Dee 

Sereen, Arthur, Morton, suuenhiy: Gloucestershire, Farmer. Nov 27° 


if, Jom, ws Mundt, Dah; Drover, Oct 30; Composition. Reg 
mutton, John, ey hy London, Earthenware Dealer. Nov 22. 


Composition. Reg 
Swaby, Thomas, York, Fishmonger. Nov29. Assigninent. Reg Decl#. 


Torspay, Dec. 24, 1861, 
Adcock, Edward, 8 Bi eee Leicester, Pork-pie Maker. Dee 12, 


position. Reg 
Y oy Pilcher, Canterbury, Brewer. Nov 29. Assignment. 
Bernard, a Frederick Hilaire @’Arcis, 37 a te — St. aes 
Middlesex, Gen’ Reg Dec 


tleman. Nov 27. Assignment 
Bycroft, Benjamin, Menshosr, Skirt and Cap itendidiiien Novy 28. 
Assignment. Dec 21. 


— Thomas Bilston, Publican. Nov 27. Assignment. Reg 


Cooke, Gcorg, Knighton, Tsingon, Devonshire, Upholsterer. Dee 7. Cont- 
position. Reg Dec 19, 
Cooper, Timothy Godwin, Coxhoe, Durham, Grocer. Nov 25. Assign- 


ment. 
Faweet, John, Dalton, Kirkheaton, Ln 


Reg Dec 2 
heatsn, Cattle Food deste Novy Norah Lalu 


Graham, Robert, Great Griffield, te, Millwright, and Tronfounder. 
(William Graham and Son). Nov 26. Assignment. Reg Dec 21, 
Greenhaigh, ‘tog Dee 3 Lawashire, Shopkeeper. Nov 27. Assign: 


ment. 
Hibberd, Samuel, Sheffield, Grocer, Nov 28. Com Dee 21. 
Holland, n Oichard. & Thomas Clarke Holland, 8 Shedteld. Stoel 

(Richard Holland & Sons), Nov 28. Assignment. Reg Dec 20, 


heme, Joseph, See a Canal Trader and Coal Dealer. 
Dec 10. Assignment. Reg Dec 20. 
Norris, John, Chorley, Lancashire, Ironmonger. Nov 28. Assigument. 
Dee 21. 


odie, gg aE Lincolnshire, Draper and Grocer. Nov 23. As- 
. Retin 
Sarah, Bury, , ne Shopkeeper. Nov 27. Assigament. 


George Palfre reyman Mansell, Southborouglt, Tan- 


Wickenden, George, & 
Nov 29. Assignment. Reg Dec 21. 


bridge, General Dealers. 
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My , Godfrey, Holmfirth, Yorkshire, Grocer. Nov 25. Assignment. 

Dec 20. 

Younger, Thomas, North Shields, Officer of Excise. Dec 4. Assigament. 
Reg Dec 20. 


Baukrupts. 
”“ Fripay, Dec. 20, 1861. 

Aldridge, James William Lunn, and William Osman, Hatcham- park 
Brewery, Old Kent-rd,’ Surrey, Brewers. Pet Dec 16. London, 
Jan7. Sol Edwards, 15 St. Swithin's-lane, London 

Aust, Edwin, and Eli Tinson, ——_. Wiltshire, Builders. Pet Dec 18. 
Bristol, Jan 6.». Sol Bridges, Bri: 

Bailey, John, Spennymoor, Turbos, Grocer. Pet Dec 14. Newcastle- 

-Tyne, Jan 3. Scl Brignal, Durham. 

Rarker, George, Swansea, Retailer of Beer. Pet Dec 16. Swansea, 
Jan 9. -Sol Tripp, Swansea. 

Baxter, Harvey, Wolverhampton, Dyer. Wolverhampton, Jan 10. Sol. 
Hayes, Wolverhampton. 

Beck, Robert, 10 Great Castle-st, Oxford-market, Middlesex. Pet 
Dee 16. London, Jan 10. 

Bensusan, David Leon, St Helens, Lancashire, Ironmonger. Pet Dec 17. 
Liverpool, Dec 30.. Sols Fletcher & Hull, Liverpool. 

Berne, Frederick, 50 John-st, Toxteth-pk, Liverpool, Butcher. Pet 
Dec 18. Liverpool, Jan 17. Sol Henry, Liverpool. 

nae, John, 35 Ay sey Portland Town, St Marylebone, Middlesex, 

Greengrocer. Pet Dec 16 (in formf pauperis). London, Jan 6, 

Bint, Francis, Meriden, Warwickshire, Maltster and Farmer. Pet Dec 16. 
Birmingham, Jan 6. Sols James & Knight, Bi 

Blackman, Winefted Dinah, 27 ‘Queen-st, ’ Eagware-rd, Middlesex, 
Milliner. Pet Dec 16.. London, Jan 7. Sols Aldridge & Bromly, 
45 Ry atin t, London. © - 

Bouskill, George, 13 Sidney-pl, Edge-bill, Liverpool, Joiner and Builder. 
Pet Dec 17.” Liverpool;Jan 6. - Sol Etty, Liverpool. 

Bowen, John Peat m, Upper Green, Tettenhall, Staffordshire, Grocer. 

Wolverhampton, Jan 10. ° Sol. Bartlett, Wolverhampton. 
es, William Glanville, 42 Great Tichfield-st, Marylebone, Middlesex, 
Cooper. Pet Dec 14. London, Jan 9. Sol , 2 Raymond- 


1) "s-inn. 
iw, Charles, Crown Inn, Ladbrooke, near Southam, Warwickshire, 
Innkeeper. Pet Dec 2. Southam, Jan 6. Sol Griffin, Leamington 


Priors. 

Brewis, Peter, Stochbridge, ene wees Tyee, Baker. Pet Dec 16. 
Gateshead, Jan 9. Sol Hoyle, Newcastle-uvpon- Tyne. 

Britcher, George; and Elizabeth Lucking, 5 atfield-pl, Lay mint ean, 
Surrey, Greengrocers and Van: — Pet Dec 16. London, 
Jan 9. Sol Wall, 5 New Inn, Strand. 

Brooks, Maria, 9 Gibson- “st, Ardwick, Manchester, aes Keeper. 
Pet Dec 13. Manchester, Jan2!. Sol Boote, Mancheste: 

Buckle, Benjamin, 13 Henrietta-st, Cheltenham, Retailer "of Beer. . Pet 
Dec 19 (in forma — Gloucester, Jan2. Sol Wilkes, Gloucester. 

i — or hequers Inn, Tudeley, Kent, Licensed Victnaller. 

London, Jan 2. Sol Paverley, 19 Coleman-st, London. 

Gomes “ice, Warwick-st, Earlsdon, Coventry, Watchmaker. Pet 
Dec 16. Coventry, Jan 7. Sol Minster & Son, Coventry. 

cleo, William, 36 New-st, Kennington-rd, Surrey, Commission Agent. 
Pet Dec 18. London, Jan 3. Sol Johnson, 39, Gimesmanah, Camden 

wn, 


To 
Clark, Henry Bradshaw, Tuxford, Nottinghamshire, Labourer. Pet 
Dec 17. East Retford, Jan 1, Sol Esam, East Retford. 

Colebrook, Thomas, 239 Maida-vale, Middlesex. » Dec 16. London, Jan 6. 
Coleman, John Shefard, 9 St. Ann’s-gardens, Kentish Town, ye 
Hotel Keeper. , Pet Dec 16, London, Jan6. Sols Clarke & Mead, 30 

Bury-st, St. Jamés’s. 
i John, Staple Fitzpaine, Somersetshire, Farmer. Dec 9. Exeter, 


Davies, Sydney Herbert, Aldershott, Southampton. Pet Dec 18. London, 
Jan 3. Sol Evans, 10 John-st, Bedford. row. 

Denman, Robert, Hedensford, Cannock, Staffordshire, Beer-house Keeper. 
Walsall, Dec 31. Sol Crabb, Rugeley. 

Dennis, John, 4 Beall-pl, Hornsey-ra, Hornsey, Middlesex, pent 

Pet Dec 17. London, Jan 10. Sol Cooper, 9 Charing-cross 

Dickin, Joseph, John-st, Shropshire-row, Bilston, Contractor. Wolver- 
hampton, Jan 10. Sol Ward, Wolverhampton. 

Dixon, Edward, Hexham, Northumberland, Gunsmith. Pet Dec 14. 
Hexham, Jan 13. Sol Taylor, Hexham. 

Dobson,” John Metcalfe, 6 Abbey-gardens, St. John’s Wood, Middlesex, 
Attorney-at-Law and Solicitor. Pet Dec 17 (in forma pauperis). London, 
Jan 6.°" Sol Holt, Quality-court, Chancery-lane. 


, Thomas, ores ee New Village, Staffordshire, Charter eer 
and Miner. Wolverhampton, Jan 10. Sol Walker, Wolverham: 
Eady, John, Dawwoerr, Northamptonshire, Innkeeper. Pet "19. 


London, Jan 10. Sols Parker, Lee, & Haddock, 18 St. Paul’s Church- 
yd, London, and Roche, Daventry. 

Evans, William, Gladestry, Radnor, Carpenter. Pet Dec 18. Kington, 
Jan 3. Sol s, Prest: 

Evenden, John, St. Mary Cray, Kent, Carrier. Pet Dec 18. London, 
Jan 3. Sol nay, 2 ‘Adclaide- «place, London-bridge. 

, John, Farnham; Surrey, Boot and Shoe Maker, Pet Dec 19. London, 
fan. Sols Sale, Trimmer, & Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 

Fisk, George, Great Yarmouth, Fish Merchant, Pet Dec 18. London, 
Jan y Storey, 6 Ring’s-rd, Bedford- -row, London, and Chamber- 
lain, 


Yarmouth. i 
Folkes, Daniel, jun.,7 Row, 38 Great Yarmouth; -Cordwainer. | Pet Dec 17. 


Great Yarmouth, "Jan 3. Sol Cufaude, Great Yarmou 


th. é 
Ford, Ann, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. Wolverhampton, Jan 10. 


Sol Walker, Wolverhampton. 


Funnell, William Henry Lucken, 50 Queen’s-rd, Brighton, Sussex, Chemist. 


Pet Dec 19. London, Jan \0. Sols Tilleard, Son, Godden, & Holme, 
34 Old Jewry, London. 
Gilbert, James Wilts, Saint Day, Cornwall. Dec 14. _Exeter, Jan 6. 
be 3s > William, Great Bridge, Wi 
in Bréezes. : t Dec 16. Oldbury, Dec BL. Sols Hooper & North, 
Westbromwich. 


Granger, Samuel, Murray-street, Hoxton, ro peng Baker. Pet Dec 6. 
London, Jan 3. Sols Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Greaves, William, 7 Court, 12«House,.Lench-street, Birmingham, Gun 
Implement Maker, Pet Dee 17. Birmingham, Jan 24, Sol Duke, Bir- 








Hancock, Linus, Denhome, Warley, Halifax, Policeman, Pet Dec 17, 
Halifax, Jan 1. Sols I & Baines, Halifax. 

Hibberd, Alban, Tisbury, Wiltshire, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 20. London, 
Jan 10. Sols Sole, Turner, & Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 

Hickling, John James, St. Mary’s-pl, Nottingham, Lace Finisher. Pet 
Dec 7. Nottingham, Jan 7. Sols Cowley & Everall, Nottingham. 

Hole, James, Broadwoodwidger, Devonshire, Labourer, Pet Dec 10 
(in forma pauperis). Exeter, Dec 31. 

Howard, John, High Wycombe, Buckinghamshire, Builder. Pet Dec 17. 
London, Jan 3. Sols Greville & Tucker, 28 St. Swithin’s-lane, - 

Howell, “Henry, West Bromwich," Retailer of’ Beer. Dec 11. Stafford, 
Dec 31. Sols Hooper & North; West Bromwich. 

—_— - Bishop Wearmouth, Sunderland, Coal Merchant (John 

Hudson & Co.). Pet Dec 17. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 3. Sol Harle, 

& Co., 20 Southampton-bidgs, London, and 2 Butcher-bank, Newcastle- 


upon-Tyne. 

Hugo, Richard, Camborne, Cornwall. Dec 14, Exeter, Jan 6. 

Hyams, Woolf, Portsea ‘and Southsea, Hants, Auctioneer. Nov 16. 
London, Jan 3. Sols Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st, and Mackay, Sou- 


thampton. 
Hyde, William, Speen, Berks, Corn Dealer and Innkeeper. Pet Dec 17. 
an Jan 2. Sols Pook, 27 Basinghall-st, London, and Cave, New- 


Impey Pamend, 11 Hague-st, eng ow “ae, Middlesex, Baker. Pet 

7. London, Jan 6. Sol Holt, Quality-ct, Chancery- 

Jewell, John William, 14 Ampton-st, Gray’s-inn-rd, Middlesex, Clerk toa 
Builder. Pet Dec 17. London, Jan 10. Sol Tomlins, 9 Lincoln’s-inn- 


Johnson, Thomas, Northampton, Bu‘lder. Pet Dec 18. London, Jan 6, 
Sol Kingdon, 3 Laurence-lane. 
Kingsford, Spencer, 22 Milk-st, Cheapside, London, Manufacturer of Fancy 
Trimmings and Hosiery. Pet Dec 18, London, Jan 3. Sols Kearsey 
& Co., Bucklersbury. 
Kyte, Charles, Portswood, Hants, Saddler and Harness Maker. Pet 
Dec 16, Southampton, Jan 13, Sol Mackey, Southampton. 
Lockhart, John Ingram, 9 Clarence-crescent, Clewer, New Windsor, Berks, 
H y and Hydropathy. Pet Dec 9. Windsor, Dec 26. 
Sol Spicer, Great Marlow. 
Loewenthal, Janus Albert, and Robert Taylor, 4 Little Tower-st, London, 
General Merchants. Pet Dec 18. London, Jan 7. Sol Oldknow, 60 
Lis award, Blackwin, Bedwellty, Monmouthshire, Coliier. 
7 ward, wi wellty, Monmou Pet 
Tredegar, Sol Harris. 


30. 

Lame, ‘Robert Rothwell, ! Victoria-rd, Brightoa, Professor of Li 
Pet Dec 18. London, Jan 7. Sols Lewis & Lewis, 10 Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Maguire, Frederick Colwell, late of 10 Stafford-pl, Wyndham-rd, Cam- 
berwell, and previously of 4 ee Camberwell, Surrey, er} 
| nal. = 14, London, Jan 10. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 

oorgate-s 

Makin, Peer, Rumworth, Deane, Lancashire, Farmer. Pet Dec 17. 
Bolton, Jan 6. Sol Edge. 

Mansfield, William, 3 Freeman’s-ct, Cheapside, London, Printer ter & Pub- 
lisher. Pet Dec 19 (in forma pauperis). Londen, dan 2. Sol Holt, 7 
Quality-ct, Loge 

Margetts, Joseph, Lower Tottenham, Middlesex, Builder. Pet Dec 13. 
London, = : ” Sol Holt, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane. 

Marks, Joseph, 4 St. Mark-st, Goodman’s-fields, Middlesex, Dealer in 
Jewellery. Pet Dec 17. London, Jan 2. Sol Sydney, 33 Jewry-st, 


London. ’ 

Maxwell, John, 8 Priory-ter, Bedford. Pet Dec 18. London, Jan 10, Sols 
Sole, Turner, & Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 

Milton, Harman Matthew, 96 Union-st, Kennington-rd, Surrey, Livery- 
stable yo Pet Dec 14. London, Jan 3, : 

Morgan, R Talgarth, Brecknockshire, Farmer’s Assistant. Dec 18. 
Bg ox, Jan 3. Sol Bishop, Brecon, 

, Withernwick, Holderness, Yorkshire, Tailor. Pet Dec 16. 
i eton Jan is Sol Walker, re oo ete aegtie ork 

Moore, Samuel, Middleton, Suffolk, Labourer. Pet Dec 18. Halesworth, 
Jan6. Sol Moseley, Framlingham. . 

sg omy gg pene Te my Nantwich, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. 

. Liverpool, Dec. 

Newby, Elizabeth, Travellérs ‘Rest Beerhouse Liyswen Breckdockshire, * 
Beashouse house Keeper. “Dec 18. Brecknock, Jan a : . 

Naylor, n, |» near Wakefield, ga Pet Dee ‘17. 
Wakefield, Jan 2. “Sol Harle, Leeds. é 

Nicholson, Richard, Mark-lane, London, and Much Hadham, Hertford- 
shire, , Commission Agent. oo London, Jan 2. Sols. Linklater 
: Hack wood. 1 33 N — 

Noughton, ew seepeh, Soho, Middlesex, Cowkeeper & 
Dairyman, Pet Dec 18. London, Jan 7. Sol Stuart, 6 New-inn, 
Strand, London. 

Nurcombe, Robert, Church-st, Wiveliscombe, Somersetshire, Boot and 
Shoe Maker. Pet Dec 18. xeter, Dec 30. Sol Flond, Exeter. 

Ombler, Edwin, 1 Trinity-sq, E ramaewany Middlesex, Herbalist. Pet Dec 
16 (in forma pauperis), London, Jan 3. So] Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Pell, William, Slawston, Leicestershire, Farmer and Grazier. Pet Dec 13. 
Birmingham, Jan 10. Sol Haxby, Leicester. 

Peake, William Price, 3 Wray-ter, Old Bethnal-green-rd, Middlesex, Com- 
mission Agent. Pet Dec 16 (in forma pauperis). London, Jan 6. Sol 
Holt, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane. 

Pettit, Joséph Ablett, jun., Bildeston, Suffolk, Builder, Pet Nov 21 (in 

pauperis). London, Jan 6. Sols Digby & Son, 90 Chancery-lane. 

Powell/ John; Church-st, Oldbury, Worcestershire, Grocer. Pet Dec 14 - 
Oldbury, = 31. Sol Maltby, Dudley. 

hard, Saint Day, Cornwall, Grocer and Draper. Pet Dee 5 
Exeter, Jan 2. Sol Terrell, Exeter, 

Pribram, Henry, 29 Nicholas-lane, London, Merchant. Pet Dec 18. 
London, Jan 2. . Sols Linklaters & Hackwood, 7.Wallbrook, London. 

Rigbey, William Hazzard, Stratford- -upon-Ayon, Railway Clerk and Sta- 
. tion Master... Pet Dec 19. Stratford-upon-Avon, Jan 4. Sol Greves, 
Stratford-upon-Avon. 

Rogers, James, 27 . apo ON Bristol, Accountant. Pet Dec 16. Bristol, 
pooh 9. » Sol oe 

5 umont-st, Marylebone, Middlesex, Lodging-house 
ao Pet_ Dec 6 (in i-metleoeeanss aon ’ 30. 
jurrey, Widow, Laundress. 
Pet Dec 13. London, Dec 3!. Sol Hall, 49a Lincola's-inn-fields, 
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Scott, Thomas Rankin, i33 Westbourne-ter, Hyde-pk. Dec 12, London, 


oitnaive. Charles, Welford, Northamptonshire, Boot and Shoe Maker 
Pet Dec 13. Lutterworth, Jan 3. Sols Edwards & Leake, Long Buekby 
sajeant Messing, Essex, Plumber, Glazier, and P. 
enry, um! mM a ainter. Pet 
19. Colchester, Jan 4, i Jones, Colcheste: 
give, Samuel, Bilton, Gloucestershire, Mason. Pet Dec 16. Jan6. Sol 
Bevan, Bristol. ‘ 
neem, Joseph, Groton, — Cattle Dealer. Pet Dec 16. Hadleigh, 
Sol Brooke, Bury St. Edmunds. 
Slade, Sohn Hapsey, 14 1 gf ‘street, Fast Stonehouse, Devonshire, Painter 
* a Pet Dec 18. East Stonehouse, Jan 3. Sol Beer & Run- 
le, 


vonport. 
Smith, tan Eve-hill, Himley-rd, Dudley, Worcestershire. Dec 13. 
sg sd ohn, i Deephelds, Staffordshire, Tray Maker. PetDecl4. Dudley 


, Samuel, 60 Ship-st, ig ee Carver & Gilder. Dec 17, 
Brig’ ton, Dec 31. Sol Goodman, ton. 
x John, | Alfred-mews, Kilburn-lane, Kilburn, Middlesex, Cab 
Driver. Pet Dec 16. London, Jan 2. 
. George, New Invention, Wolverhampton, Journeyman Cabinet 
_ Maker. Woiverhampton, Jan 10. Sol Whitehouse, Wolverhamp- 


Tomiison, George, Baggott Arms Inn, Moore-st, Dudley-rd, Wolverhamp- 
ton, Licensed Victualler. Wolverhampton, Jan 10. Sol Underhill, 
Wolverhampton, 

Turner, Charles, Penge, Surrey, Publican and Builder. Dec 14, London, 


Jan 3. 

Wall, William, Brading, Isle of Lae, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 17. 
Newport, Jan 1. Sal ’ Joyce, Newport. 

Yee eee Hadfield ecm tne Sree. Pet Dec. 17, Glossop, 


Broad Worcester, Fiaenonger. Pet Dec 11. Worcester, 
Wheeler, Thomas Henry, 38 Lower magey  fd hangs on Grocer’s 
Assistant. ' Wolverhamp: Walsall 


wane _ 10. 

Wood, John, Grove Cottage, Sou in Dettge > oh Oa Coopten: Su 
Pet Dec 17. London, Jan 6. Sols Nichols & Clark, 9 
Lincoin’s-inn. | ‘ 

Wright, Georgiana, Great Warley, Essex, Schoolmistress. Pet Dec 17. 
London, Jan 3. Sol Preston, Broad-street-bldgs. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farivar, Dec. 20, 1861. 
yo William, 7 Charles-st, Westbourne-ter, Middlesex, Builder 


White, James, Dunstable, Bedfordshire, Builder. Dec 19. 


» Surveyor. 
"s-court, 








AW BOOKS TO BE SOLD. 


The following books are to be sold, either together or in rate lots, 
at the prices indicated ;  viz.—- . — we 





Reports. £8 
De Gex, M‘Naughten,&Gordon 7 Vols. (unbound) 11 it 
Sii , (bound) 7 10 
(unbound) 3 5 
(unbound) 6 6 
(unbound) 17 0 
(bound) 1 5 
Exchequer Reports .......... 1 vols. (unbound) 9 9 
Hurlstone and Norman ..---- «Vol and 5 parts (unbound) 7 7 
STATUTE: 
Statutes at Large from Magna Charta to 1860, inclusive, ig 
Vols, folio edition, 29 Vols. es ache nt oe 0 
Immediate communications a 


requested in ae to Mr. W. jl 
the publisher of the “ Solicitors’ J yee mg ”” 59, Carey-street, W.C. 





Forwarded on receiving four postage stamps. 
‘MENDMEN T of the ACT of UNIFORMITY.— 
LITURGICAL REVISION ASSOCIATION.—The correspondence 
Lord Ebury, and Edward Webster, Esq., of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, Barrister-at-law, is now published. 
Sold by W. Duarzn, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. Price 3d. 





Now ready, in one volume, crown &vo, price 3s, 
TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 


by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq. 
inn, Barrister-at-Law. 

London: Witt1am Draper, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, and of all 
Booksellers. 


149 FIRE INSURAJNCE SOCIETY, 
Chancery-lane, London. 
Susscrisep CariTaL, £5,000,000. 
TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. LORD CHELMSFORD. 
The Right Hon. LORD TRURO. 
The Right Hon. the LORD CHIEF BARON. 
The Right Hon. the LORD JUSTICE Sir J. L. KNIGHT BRUCE. 
The Right Hon. the LORD JUSTICE Sir G. J. TURNER. 
The Right Hon. JOHN ROBERT MOWBRAY, M.P. 
Insurances expiring at Christmas should be renewed within 15 days 
peng aap at the Offices of the Society, or with any of its agents through- 


sce holds tact responsible, under its fire policy, for any damage 





| BETH MUTUAL INVESTMENT, LOAN 
and DISCOUNT COMPANY (Limited), 
17, NEW BRIDGE-STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, E.C, 
Capital, £200,000, in 20,000 shares of £10cach. £3 per share paid. 


CHAIRMAN. 
METCALF pear ce ae ee 
Messrs. PATTESON & eo  COBBO:LD, 3, Beehee- row. 


CHARLESJAMES THICKE, we. 17, New Bridge-street. 

INVESTMENTS.—The present. rate of interest on money deposited 
with the Company for fixed periods or subject to an agreed notice of with- 
drawal, is 5 per cent. 

LOANS.—Advances are made, in sums from £50 oe ee 
proved personal and other securi Thay nee by easy instalments, ex 
tending over any period not ex: 10 years. 

os rent haa ge ad Secretary 
am Seana the last —_ and information can 
K. JACKSON, Secretary. 


BWeE Aree AND ADVERTISING OFFICES, 
Bell-yard, Fleet-street, become 5 1801.-CH ARLES D., 
WALKER begs to atimate to the patrons o his old established 
that much care is bestowed upon its perth Fay 
advertisements of a legal or general nature 
Country, or Foreign Papers, will meet with the 








Freehold well-secured Ground-rents 
- also a capital Freehold Family Residence on hill, 
lease at’ £110 per annum. 
ESSRS. WINSTANLEY have received instruc- 
* tions from the trustees to SELL BY. AOD erT eaeree on 
TUESDAY, JANUARY 21, valuable FREEHOLD ‘PRO! 
‘amily Residences, 


situate on the west side of Park-l re ee 


situate on 

&c., let lenses tor terms at ground 
panel ogrny HY} ioe. por ennum. <The King’ Head publ how howe, ait ix 
dwelling-houses adjoining, r messuages road Acre- 
lane, as well as in Park-place, let at groand-rents 


several 
to £122 96. 64. annum ; also numerous houses in 
prmenty hte North sete aneet, gaan oe Stockwell, the = 


he eens mee eee ee seus 
ticulars may be obtained of Messrs, MURRAY, SON, & Hi i, 
Birchin-lane, E.C.; at the ong a Acre-lane; the Plough 
ham; the George, Balham; the at Stockwell; at the piace 
sale ; and of Messrs. WINSEANLEY, Pt tn me Cc. 


¥ 





a their offices, 209, * Piccadilly, 
anne be forwarded not not later than the 28th of each month. 
£80,000 to be let on mortgage in various sums. 





ESTATE PLANS, &c. 


T. PETTIT & CO, 
LITHOGRAPHERS & GENERAL PRINTERS, 
FRITH-STREET, SOHO-SQUARE, LONDON, 

Bz to inform Solicitors, in London and the Pro- 

erg ee i rec ae 
despatch, including 


MAPS, PLANS OF ESTATES, RAILWAY PLAN WORK, BOOKS OF 
REFERENCE FOR DEPOSIT, MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, BRIEFS, &e. 


A leap otal Of etenpeieah wenen ane er ee 
with celerity 





TYLER AND oo 
(Late Goopcnar, Trtzs, & Co.) 
ACCOUNTANTS, 
13,GRESHAM STREET, E.C. 

During wastes of twenty years, 20) Go Save ee 
in winding up Joint. Stock ays Se eee 
intricate and disputed accounts ; the Liquidation estates under deeds of 
in: , assignment, and composition ; and the audit of the accounts of 
pedi companies 

e@ management of estates under the New Bankruptcy Act under- 
Fe Terms moderate. 


ODELS of SHIPS or bf on made to Scale or 
ke. ear cane ee "asd i fting c up ep eat a 


schooner yachts, screw and ‘7S Models 
Models ot any description made pad ser llloe- actions at law. a ee, 
burgees, and signal flags made to order. > 








E. BLAKE BEAL, Secretary. 


W. STEPHENS, the Model Dockyard, No. 23, Trinity-equaré, Tower- 
hill, near ening Crateayert, EO. ‘i 





sa50 
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(CHEDDAR LOAF CHEESE, 64d., 7$d., and 84d. 
per Ib. 


Ripe Stilton, 74. to Is, per Ib. 

Small Dantzic Tongues, 3s. 6d. per half dozen. 

Prime Ox ditto, 2s. 3d. each, or three for 6s. 6d. 

Osborne’s Peat-smoked Breakfast Bacon is now in excellent cure, and 
Butters in perfection, at reasonable rates; other first-class Provisions 
equally moderate ; packages gratis. 

OSBORNE’S CHEESE WAREHOUSE, 
Osborne House, 30, Ludgate-hill, near St. Paul’s, E.C. 


CONOMY and COMFORT, DURABILITY and 
NEATNESS, are the advantages to be derived by all purchasers 
xs justly celebrated GUTTA PERCHA Bottomed BOOTS and 





ts) 
SHOE 
caer, are about half the usual price, 
They are impervious to damp, and comfortable in all seasons, 
They are made of the best material, and very easily repaired. 
They are of the most approved shapes, and wear in all 
SEASONS double the time of LEATHER. 


Ladies’ Elastic Side and Side-laceq Boots, 5s. 6d. to 7s. 6d. 

Ladies’ Cashmere Boots, 3s. to 5s. 

Gentlemens’ Elastic Side Boots, 9s. to 11s. 

Gentiemens’ Shoes and Bluchers, 5s 6d. to 7s. 6d. 

Misses’ and Boys’ Boots in great variety, from 2s. 3d. Boots and Shoes 
properly soled with gutta percha, at half the price ‘of leather. 

All goods and wor! ip guarranteed, London Establishment, 132, 
High-street Whitechapel. Works, Greenhead, Glasgow. 


‘JHE GUINEA HAMPER, consisting of one Bottle 
Port, one ditto Sherry, one ditto Brandy, one ditto Rum, one ditto 
in, one ditto Whiskey. Hamper and Bottles included.—To be had of 
ARLES A. SIMPSON, 4, Sermon-lane, Doctors’-commons, London, Ec Cc 
t-office Orders jo be made payable at the General Pest Office. Bottled 
and Stout in the finest perfection, Price list of Wines, &,, sert free 
per post on application. 


OQHN GOSNELL & CO,, PERFUMERS 1ro tHE 

QUEEN, beg to recommend the following Fashionable and Superior 

Articles for the TOILET to the especial notice of all purchasers of Choice 
PERFUMERY. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s JOCKEY CLUB PERFUME, in universal re- 
quest as the most admired perfume for the h, , price 2s. Gd, 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE PERFUME-a most delicate per- 
fume of exquisite fragrance. 

John Gosnell & Co.'s GARIBALDI BOUQUET—a most choice and 
fashionable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s RUSSIAN LEATHER PERFUME-—a very fashion- 
able and agreeable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s BALL-ROOM COMPANION or FOUNTAIN PER- 
FUMES. Elegant Novelties, in the form of Portable Handkerchief Per- 
fumes in a neat case, which emits on pressure a jet of most yefreshing 
perfume. Price 1s, and 1s. Gd. each, 

John Gosnell & Co.'s LA NOBLESSE POMADE—elegantly perfumed, 
and highly recommended for beautifying and promoting the growth of 

eHair. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s GOLDEN OIL—Moélline—Macassar Oil—Rears’ 

rease, &c., for the Hair. 

John Gosnell & Co.'s CHERRY TOOTH PASTE is greatly superior to 
any Tocth Powder, gives the Teeth a pearl-like whiteness, protects the 
enamel frem decay, and imparts a pleasing fragrance to the breath. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s AMBROSIAL SHAVING CREAM, Is. and Is, 6d. 
in pots ; also, in compressible tubes, for the convenience of persons tra- 
velling, price is. 

John Gosnell and Co.’s INSTANTANEOUS HAIR DYE—The only 
Hair Dye which produces a goes natural colour with perfect certainty, 
and with the least possible trouble. 

wancmcunnsid 12, Three anata Lombard-street, London, 


IRGIN VINEGAR “for PICKLING, warranted 
made from Malt only, and perfectly pure, J ‘amilies supplied. 
SARSON & SON, near the Gate, City-road. Carriers call daily. 


AMPTULICON OR ELASTIC FLOOR CLOTH, 

as made by E. GOUGH & Coun the Original Patentees, and laid ex- 

clusively by them at the Houses of Parliamect, and numerous other 

public — is especially adi noon for ch , offices, bers, shops, 
passages, being clean, aera, noiseless, dry, and economical. 

Goven & mend 12, Bush-lane, Cannon-street, Manufactory, Green- 


RELOAR'S CORK FLOOR CLOTH, or KAMP- 


TULICON, COCOA NUT MATTING, and DOOR MATS. Best 
quality and moderate pri ices. 


T. TRELOAR, Manufacturer, 42, Ludgate-hill, London. 


AMPTULICON or PATENT INDIA-RUBBER 
AND CORK FLOORCLOTH. Warm, noiseless, and impervious 
Pp, as supplied to the Houses of Parliament, British Museum, 

Windsor Castle, Buckingham Palace, and numerous public and private 


F. G. TRESTRAIL & Co,, 19 & 20, Walbrook, London, E.C. 
Manufactory—South London Works, Lambeth. 


























Atblon SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, de 


removed to his New Premises, 114, High Holborn, cape, foes 


east of King-street, where he respectfully 
and well-selected stock. 





VERCOATS. —Gentlemen about purchasi their 


reoats and Winter clothing should ¥ a visit to PR 
CLOTHING ES" ESTABLISHMENT, 294 and 295, nig Holborn, ere. 
will find for their i tion all the newest and most fash 4 
made in every deseription of oy cut on the most improved 
of superior workmanship, and cheaper than any other house in 

don. Also 1,000 different patterns of trowsers, at 15s, 6d. per pair, © 
usually charged 18s. to 21s, f 

The ORDER DEPARTMENT is replete with every novelty of the © 
season. 

The Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn come 
doors west ot Chancery-lane). 


AVE YOU GOT ANY BOYS? If 
should take them to PREW'S CLOTHING ESTABLISH 
the Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, where you can select from the 
od of best styles of every description of boys’ and ew Bn 
cheaper than any other house in the kingdom. i 
B, PREW, Tailor, Hatter, Hosier, and General Outfitter, the Great” 
Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn (fifteen doors west oe 





ry-lane), 





AIR DYE! HAIR DYE! HAIR DYE!—~ 
GILLINGWATER’'S ATRAPILATORY as the best fair Dye in © 

England. Grey, red,or rusty hair dyed instantly to beautiful and natural © 
brown or black without the least injury to hair ‘4, skin, and the ill yee 
of bad dyes remedied.—Sold at all Chemists and Perfumers of repute, and 
by the proprietor, W. GittinawaTer, 148, Holborn-hars, “¥ 96, Go 
road. Sent free to fe aay railway station in the kingdom in cases, 3g. 
5s. 6d,,and 10s, 6d, 


WONDERFUL LIGHT.—The most brilliant 
and economical artificial ight known is obtained from the STELLA 
LAMP. Ne smoke! No smoke! No danger! —— 12 consecutive hours — 
the cost from one penny. The secret of success arises from perfect com- ~ 
bustion. If you do not use gas, by all means put away — and — 
ae 4 the STELLA LAMP. Price 1s, 3d. to 8 guineas ; office lamps ea 
2s. 6d, 


Depot, No 11, Oxford-street, adjoining the Star Brewery. 


HEUMATISM, Rheumatic Gout, and Rhoumatie | 
Fever, CURED by GARDINER’S boner a eye COMPOUND, » 
which may be taken with perfect safety, co no colehicum or gn; 
other reper detrimental to health. Thien neat is y the moat re 
tuitousl poor i she London Bible M WE Ate 
spectab ke etn —Wholesale and retail ty Not 70, 
Price 1s. 14d., and 2s. 14d. per bottle, 


GPANisy FLY—248, High Holborn, Alex, Ross's 7 
Cantharides Oil is prepared ‘trom the Spanish Fly, which so moder- | 

ately and regularly stimulates the skin as to make the the hair and whiskers 

td quickly. Sold at 3s. 6d., sent by return of for 54 stamps, 
iseroscoyic inspection of the sealp gratis from 10 till 6, 


IR W. BURNETT, Rinestor-Goneeal: of the Medical 

Department of the Navy, recommended BORWICK’S a 
POWDER in preference to every other, for the use of her Majesty’s Navy, 
because it was more wholesome—more effective—would 
was in all respects superior to every other manufactured. 
monials as to its superior excellence have also been oes from 
Queen’s Private Baker; Dr. Hassall, Apes to the Poe 
Allen Young, of the Arctic yacht sod ee od oft enti mn 
ane in Id,, 2d., 4d., and 2s. 6d., and 


Soe you ask for Borwick’s. Baking Powder see that 

complaints have been made of t wortbienen a 
made from inferior and inexpensive ingredients, because they ave realiz- 
ing a jarger profit by them, % 




















60,000 DEATHS opccE EVERY YEAR IN ENGLAND AND W. 
'Y CONSUMPTION ALON 


(PR COD LIVER OIL vl ben 

at the Hospital for Consumption, Brom} 

nearest approach to a specific yet found for this tal im 

is lowered, a far more coer diet = be ba py Cen bey cereal hel 

eee as unmistakeably proved. See Royal Me ‘cat a) OLronpiad 
Transactions, Vot, 1 Sor 18994 Lancet, July 9, 1859; 


Society's 
ceutical Journal, August 1, 1869, &e , ke 
Prepared only by G. Seaton; Sole Licensee, a, Little coal 
London. Bold in 2. 4d» dae 9d, BOA Se. Bottion, hy Druggists. 
OLLOWAY’S PILLS. —Fever, Inflnense, Bron- 
chitis,—In our cold and ome shee Ietoner 
] roved themselves the best preventive of awe 
ties, steady the circulation, regulate the aes. 
erroneous or deprayed action, They are more strictly preventive oa 
any other known medicine, They successfully strike at Pihe root of 
bodily ailments by erpdicating every invalid matter from the blood, and 
conferring on every organ its natural and healthy action, 
weakeuley the arden or trrimtng i the brain or nerves, In 
varieties of fever yas exer which now fearfully swell our 
mortailty, Hollowa: exercise Lad a salutary power. 
often restore health 
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